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Also, petition of Swayne, Hoyt & Co., of San Francisco, Cal., 
against the increase of the tariff on rice; to the Committee on 
.Ways and 1\Ieans. 

Also, memorial of the Board of Supervisors of San Francisco, 
Cal., for early completion of the new Golden Gate Life-Saving 
Station; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 
•. Also, memorial of the ;Board of Supervisors of San Francisco, 
Cal., favoring Government ownership of the telegraph and 
telephone; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. 

By Mr.- HENSLEY: Petitions of sundry citizens of the State 
of Missouri, against the income tax on mutual life insurance 
companies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of the Cigar Makers' Union, 
against any increase of the revenue tax; to the Committee on 
1Ways and Means. ~ 

Also, memorial of the Credit Men's Association of the State 
of Utah, favoring a reform in the banking and currency laws; 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: Memorial of the Honolulu Mer
chants' Association, of Honolulu, against reduction of the duty 
on sugar; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: Petition of sundry citi
zens of the fifteenth congressional district of Pennsylvania, pro
testing against including mutual life insurance companies in the 
income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MERRITT: Petition of the Woman's Christian Tem
perance Union of Fort CoYington, N. Y., favoring the passage 
of legislation relative to closing the gates of the Panama Expo
sition in California in 1915 on Sunday; to the Committee on 
Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Petition of the American Association for 
International Conciliation, favoring the repeal of the law with 
reference to Panama Canal tolls, etc.; to the Committee on In
terstnte and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STONE: Memorial of the council of the city of Peoria, 
Ill., favoring Government ownership of the telegraph and tele
phone; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Memorial of Horse Creek 
·orange, Adams County, Colo., favoring Government loans on 
:farm property; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, memorial of the Farmers' Institute of Larimer County, 
Colo., against the reduction of the duty on sugar; to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 35 citizens of Douglas, Colo., favoring the 
placing of sugar and wool on the free list; to the Committee on 
,Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 175 citizens of Eaton, 130 citizens of Greeley, 
350 citizens of Loveland, 400 citizens of Fort Collins, 320 citi
zens of Sferling, 295 citizens of Longmont, 153 citizens of Fort 
Morgan, a.nd 55 citizens of Windsor, all in the State of Colorado, 
protestiitg against the proposed reduction of the tariff on sugar; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: Petition of the Buffalo Chamber of 
·commerce, of Buffalo, N. Y. ; the Niagara Falls Milling Co.; 
and Henry D. Waters, of Buffalo, N. Y., against the duty on 
wheat, ·oats, etc.; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Allied Printing Trades Council of New 
York, against reduction of the duty on printed matter; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the American Cutlery Co., of Chicago, Ill.; 
the Olement Manufacturing Co. and the Northampton Cutlery 
Co., of Northampton; the Lamson & · Goodnow Manufacturing 
Co., of Shelburne Falls; the John Russell -Cutlery Co., of 
Turners Falis, Mass. ; the Goodell Co., of Antrim, N. H. ; 
Landers, Frary & Clark, of New Britain; the Meriden Cutlery 
Co., of Meriden, Conn.; and the Ontario Knife Co., of Frank
linville, N. Y., against reduction of the duty on table cutlery; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the American Aesociation of Woolen and 
Worstecl Manufacturers, of New York, against a change m 
Schedule K of the tariff bill; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of the Griswold Worsted Co., of New York, 
N. Y., favoring a greater difference in duty than that in the 
tariff bill on raw hair and manufactured products; to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of manufacturers, dyers, and finishers of cotton, 
corduroys, velvets, and velveteens, asking that the present 
rates of duty under the act of 1909, Schedule I, be continued; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Rochester Button' Co. and the German
American Button Co., of Rochester; the Seneca Button Co., of 

Poughkeepsie, N. Y.; and the Federal Button Co., of Newark, 
N. J., against reduction of the duty on vegetable ivory buttons· 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. ' 

Also, petition of the Hanlon & Goodman Co. and 27 other 
companies of New York, Massachusetts, Maryland, Ohio, New, 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, Connecticut, and Illinois, protesting 
against the proposed reduction of the tariff on brushes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the American Spice Trade Association, New. 
York, N. Y., protesting against the levying of the same duty on 
ground spices as on the whole spices; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the :(Jancaster Leaf Tobacco Board of Trade, 
Lancaster, Pa., protesting against placing Philippine tobacco 
and cigars on the free list; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of the New York Association of Biology Teach
ers, New York, N. Y., favoring the passage of legislation pro
hibiting the importation of feathers and plumes of wild birds 
for commercial use; to the Committee on Ways and Means. · 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Petition of sundry citizens of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., against the placing of Bibles on the free list; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Bricklayers B. & P. Union, No. 1, of Brook· 
lyn, N. Y., favoring an amendment to the Sherman law in 
relation to trade-unions; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers Local Union, No. 132, of Brook
lyn, N. Y., against free trade with the Philippine Islands; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., policy. 
holders in mutual life insurance companies, against the income
tax provision; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WINSLOW: Petition of Mayor George M. Wright and 
other citizens of Worcester, Mass., favoring repeal of the clause 
in the Panama Canal act exempting American coastwise ship
ping from payment of tolls, etc.; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Worcester County League of Unitarian 
Women, favoring the passage of the Page vocational educa
tion bill; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WITHERSPOON: Memorial of Finklea Ben and 
Ephriam Sam, Carthage, Miss., requesting Congress to grant 
their share in the Ohoctaw Indian fund; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 30, 1913. 

The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol

lowing prayer: 
0 Lord, deliver us, we beseech Thee, from the bondage of sin, 

with its blighting, corroding, damning effects, incarcerating the 
soul, shutting from it the light of Thy countenance, the warmth 
of '.rhy love, the infiuence of divine help; eliminating sel:f
respect; damming every avenue which leads to freedom, peace, 
and righteousness. We thank Thee for Thy patience, forbear
ance, and love, which continues its work in the spirit of the 
Master who revealed Thy heart to the children of men and 
poured out its love on Calvary that we might live in Thee, our 
God and our Redeemer. "Watch ye, stand fast 1n the faith, 
quit you like men, be strong. Let all that ye do be done in 
love." ·Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

THE TARIFF. 

Mr. U1'.TDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of H. R. 3321---i 
the tariff bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid
eration of the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and to 
provide revenue for the Government, and for othe:r purposes, 
with Mr. GABBETT of Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading 
of the bill for amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
96. Opera and field glasses, telescopes, microscopes, photographic and 

projection lenses and optical instruments and frames or mountings for 
the same ; all the foregoing not specially provided for in this section, 
30 per cent ad valorem. 
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l\Ir. DIXON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an ainendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers an 

amendment which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amend, page 2u, line 7, by inserting, after t~~ word "optical," the 

following words: "and surveying." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
97. Stained or painted glass windows, or parts thereof, and all 

mfrrors, not exceedlng in size 144 square inches, with or without frameB 
or cases; incandescent electric-light bulbs and lamps, with or without 
filaments; and all glass or manufactures of glass or paste or of w_hich 
glass or paste is the component material of chief value, not specially 
provided for in this section, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

l\lr. MOORE. l\lr. Chairman, I offer an amendment 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 

an amendment which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 25, line 17, after the word "section," strike out" 30" and insert 

in lieu thereof "40." 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, the difference between the gen
tlemen who are the proponents of this bill and those who are 
opposing it is that the friends of the bill are levying duties for 
the purpose of raising revenue only, and those -:vho are opposin6 
the bill believe in protection and believe the bill is not suf
ficiently protective to American industries. 

Much has been said upon the other side in answer to the sug
gestion that the Dl:mocrats are giving no attention whatever to 
the labor question, and that they are eliminating the matter 
of wages altogether; and the substance of what is said on the 
other side is that the labor unions actually fix the wages in the 
United States; and this in spite of the fact that it is known to 
eYerybody who knows anything about labor organizations at all, 
that England, the best labor-organized country in the world, 
pays the poorest wages. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. DIEs], in his usual eloquent 
way, pleaded on several occasions yesterday for the labor of the 
mills, and the gentleman from Alabama [l\fr. HEFLIN] came ·in 
late last night with an eloquent discourse on the ability of the 
labor unions to hold up the wages of the country, and he 
spoke in opposition to the industries of the country upon which 
labor depends. He would exalt labor by razing the mill. He 
would exalt labor by taking away the wage. The gentleman is 
always eloquent, and most eloquent when he treats of the "down
trodden mill working girls," whose wages in fact are superior 
to those of many of the girls who work in department stores or 
who engage in domestic service. 

I rise this morning to say in support of this amendm·ent that 
the labor unions of this country generally stand for protection, 
and they do not stand for a lessening of the wage, as contem
plated by the Democratic Party in this bill. If gentlemen ask 
for authority for this statement I cite numerous labor bodies 
in the district from which I come that protest against this bill 
upon the ground that it cuts wages needlessly or menaces the 
business out of which they get their employment. I haye in 
hand, in opposition to the reduction of duty ·proposed in this 
paragraph 97 with regard to stained and painted glass windows, 
a communication from labor itself, from the Decorative Glass 
Workers' Protecti"rn Association, men who work at this trade. 
In the course of their communication they say that they pro
test against the reduction of duties on manufactured stained 
glass. The secretary of the union was instructed to respectfully 
say that every effort should be used to prevent the reduction of 
duty on manufactured stained-glass windows from a 40 to a 30 
per cent duty, as is proposed in the Underwood bill. The com
munication states that- · 

Para~raph G59 of the bill, which llas been inserted for the sole benefit 
of the importer, means that the stained glass for church use shall be 
admitted free of duty. 

That eliminates the making of stained glass in the United 
States. 

\\e most emphatically protest against the passage of this law
Says this protective labor union-

which will de troy the industry in which we earn our livelihood. 
What rtre you legislating for? Are you legislating in order 

that these men, who earn their living by the sweat of their 
brows, shall be deprived of the daily wage and of the bread 
and butter necessary for their families? It would seem that 
this is exactly what you propose to do in this instance. 

Mr. Chairman, in the interest of the labor employed in this 
trade, the men who are behind the guns, those who support the 
families of tlle lanu, I ask you to lift the· embargo upon their 
business and to raise this duty against cheap foreign labor from 
30 to 40 per cent. 

- The letter aboYe referred t0 is as follows : 
DECORATIVE GLASS ·woRKERS' PROTECTIVE ASSOCIATION 

OF PHILADELPHIA AND VICINITY, 

!Ion. J. HAMPTON MOORE, 

LocAL No. 41, A. G. w. I. A., 
Philadelphia, Pa., April 25, 1913. 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 
DJ.JAR Sm: At a special meeting of the above-named association, held 

April 23, 1913, the subject of reducing the duty on manufactured 
stained-glass windows was thoroughly discussed, and I was instructed 
to respectfully request that you use every effort to prevent a reduction 
of the duty on manufactured stained-glass windows from a 40 to a 30 
per cent duty. as is proposed in the Underwood bill. 

Paragraph 659 of this bill, which has been inserted for the sole bene
fit of the importer, means that stained glass for church use shall be 
admitted free of duty. 

We most emphatically protest the passin~ of this law, which will 
destroy the industry in which we earn our llvelihood. 

Therefore we most respectfully request that you give this matter your 
sincere consideration and support, in order that there will be no reduc
tion of the duty on stained-glass windows in any manner or form. 

'l'hanking you in advance for your support and influence, I remain, 
Sincerely, yours, 

JOSEPH M. RICHIE, Secretary. 

l\Ir. MURDOCK. l\l;r. Chairman, the gentleman from Penn
sylvania [Mr. Moo&E] says that the labor unions in the coun
try favor a protectiye tariff. The members of labor organiza
tions of the country do favor a protective tariff, but that kind 
of a protective tariff which will give them some of the benefits 
of that tariff. I sat here yesterday from the beginning of the 
reading of the tariff bill until 11 o'clock at night. The first 
schedule up was a very technical one-the chemical schedule. 
So far as we could observe there were but two men on the 
floor, or, at best, three men, weJ were informed in any way as 
to its technicalities. Of course, first of all was the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. MANN], who knows everything. After him 
the gentleman in charge of the schedule, Mr. HARRISON, who 
has made a special study of it; and after him :Mr. l\lETz, who 
introduced himself to the country and to the House as being the 
only man in this Congress who had taken an appeal from the 
Democratic caucus to the Ways and Means Committee and had 
won. 

But the most significant thing in the consideration of the first 
and second schedules here has been the activity of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [l\fr. l\fooRE]. He, more than any other 
Republican on the floor, offers amendments, and those amend
ments are typical of him, his doctrine, and that of the Repub
lican Party as it is to-day. Now, he offers these amendments 
conservatively and with some reluctance. The gentleman from 
New York [l\Ir. PAYNE] is a standpatter in the sense that he is 
a standstiller, but the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
:MooRE] is a standpatter with a rising inflection. [Laughter.] 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania offered as his first amend
ment a proposition to raise the duty on alkalis and alkaloids 
5 per cent; he was going up. He started to change the duty on 
peanut oil. 

l\fr . .MOORE. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\lr. l\fURDOOK. Wait till I get through. He started to change 

the duty on peanut oil, but discovering it was now on the free 
list and that the Democrats proposed to put a duty of 6 cents a 
gallon on it, he withdrew the amendment and stood for the 
Democratic proposition. 

Mr. l\IOORE. Does not the gentleman understand the motive 
in referring to peanut oiL? 

Mr. MURDOCK. If the gentleman will wait until I get 
through with this statement, I will yield. I understand that the 
next amendment which the gentleman offered was an amend
ment with reference to yellow prussiate of potash. In the bill 
it carries a duty of one and one-quarter of a cent per pound, and 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, following ·out the Republican 
policy of high protection, offered an amendment to increase it to 
2 cents per po,und. On the item of soap he offered an amend
ment to increase the duty of 40 per cent ad valorem to a duty 
of 50 per cent. 

l\Ir. MOORE. That was perfumed soap. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Perfumed soap. On glass bottles he took 

the duty offered in the Underwood bill and offered an amend
ment increasing it to 60 per cent. The gentleman, in his amend
ments, is indicative of his party. Ile believes in a high pro
tective tariff. 

Mr. MOORE. I do. 
Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman believes in a prohibitive 

tariff. 
Mr. MOORE. Not necessarily. 
l\lr. MURDOCK. The gentleman is put on th~ Ways and 

.Means Committee from Pennsylvania. He has been chosen for 
that committee among the large number of men from Pennsyl
vania on the Republican side; and a good many of those men 



804 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. APRIL 30,. 

here, by the way, received more Progressive votes in Pennsyl
vania than they did Republican votes. 

l\fr. lUOORE. Was not I elected by votes of Democrats, Re
publicans, and Progressives alike? 

The CIIAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylrnnia should 
observe the rule. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Now, in the course of time and under the 
rules of seniority in this House-if the Republican Party should 
come back into power-with Mr. l\loORE, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, as chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, 
does anyone here have any doubt what sort of a tariff bill he 
would write? Does anyone here think that Mr. MOORE would 
wait for a report from a tariff commission? Everyone here 
ought to know that he is a high protectionist, and in writing a 
tariff bill he would out-Payne PAYNE himself. [Laughter.] 
Now I will yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from KaRsas 
has expired. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MOORE. That is very kind of the gentleman. [Laughter.] 
l\Ir~ UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, in line with what the 

gentleman from Kansas has said, I am not sure that the gentle
man from Pennsylvania [l\fr. MOORE] has carefully considered 
the amendment that he has presented at the desk to protect 
labor. The complaints against the reduction from 45 to 35 per 
cent is that labor is not properly protected. We reduced it in 
order that the schedule might become somewhat competitive. 
Not that that would affect labor; we do not affect labor-that is, 
if the manufacturer is willing to give labor a fair portion of the 
protective tariff, or incidental protection or protective tariff, or 
a re·rnnue tariff, that he gets at the customhouse. 

I find from the census reports lying on my table that in round 
figures in this stained-glass paragraph under consideration the 
annual production in 1909, the last census, was about $16,000,000. 
The labor cost in round figures was about $5,000,000. That 
shows that in this industry the amount of labor involved in the 
cost of production was about 31 per cent. This bill gives a 
tariff rate of 30 per cent, within 1 per cent of the total labor 
cost in this industry in the United States. I imagine they do 
not make this glass abroad for nothing. There must be some 
labor cost over there. There must be some cost of transporta
tion of that glass to the United States, and there must be some 
insurance rates. Therefore, as a matter of fact, I think that 
probably the cost of making this glass is about 40 per cent of 
the labor cost in this country. But we have not only in this bill 
given a rate that is sufficient to cover the labor cost, but far 
more than would cover the difference in the labor cost and 
eno-ogh to cover some incidental cost in addition. 

l\fJ:. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. U.1\TDERWOOD. Yes. 
l\1r. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman if 

it is not a fact that under the free-trade clause much stained 
glass can now come into the country for churches and for insti
tutions of that character? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think it will be a very small portion. 
I am not sure about it and I do not assert it as an absolute fact; 
but my recollection •is that the stained-glass windows for 
churches came in free under the Dingley bill. 

Mr. MOORE. The gentleman is aware that we passed a 
bill, I think, in the last Congress, relieving certain importers of 
duties that had actually been paid upon stained-glass windows 
that came in for churches, which, of course, if tolerated to any 
large extent, or if allowed to come in through any loophole in a 
free-trade clause in this bill would mean that foreign stained 
glass would eliminate that business in the United States. 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. That is a very good illustration of the 
difference in the way that side of the House legislates and the 
way this side of the House legislates. My recollection is that 
under the Dingley bill stained-glass windows for churches were 
free, as in this bill, and that the Payne bill put a tax on all 
stained glass, and made no discrimination. I recognize the fact 
that the gentleman's side of the House did pass some bills ad
mitting stained-glass windows for churches free. In other 
words, you were playing favorites with the churches just as you 
played favorites with other people. We propose to give to the 
churches free admission of stained glass for any church that 
desires to apply for it ·without having to come to this Congress 
to get that privilege. As I said, there is a comparatively small 
amount of this glass used for that purpose. I do not think it is 
going to seriously embarrass this industry, and it is certainly 
made for a good cause. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the statements 
that have been made here by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. MooRE] and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MURDOCK]' 
are not quite correct, and I hardly think either one of them 
desires to make a misleading statement in regard to the posi-

tio~ of . org~nized labor in respect to the question of a protective 
tariff. It is true there are some unions and there are some 
officials .of union~ that have been influenced by their employers 
to ~xercise what rnfiuence they had to keep up a high protective 
tariff, those officials of unions thinking probably there miqht be 
~ess. d~nger .of conflict w.ith those corporations; but in my;:, opin
ion it is an msult to the rntelligence of the representative trades
union men in this country to leave the impression tha t they are 
in favor of a protective tariff or that they are under the imp1·es
&ion that a protective tariff ever has, does now, or can benefit 
the wageworkers of 'the country. 

l\fr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I can not yield at this time. 
Mr. MURDOOK. Not as an organization, but as members. 
·:rtfr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. As members or organizations. 

I want to say to the gentleman that I solved this question to 
my own satisfaction and thorough conviction as a workingman 
.and not as a partisan or politician. When I was slinging the 
hammer, driving rivets, I studied this question out so that it 
left no doubt in my mind that the high, protective ta riff argu
ment was a delusion and a snare. In the first place, it does 
not keep up the price of labor. The only thing that has kept 
up the price of labor in this country is a unity of action of the 
working people themselves and their efficiency and stability in 
standing for a fair share of the, wealth that they produce. If 
the argument be correct that the protective tariff has kept up 
the price of labor, who in the name of God pays for it? Is it 
anyone else besides those who work? Who are the great con
~uming m~sses of this country but the laboring people; and is 
it not taking out of one pocket and putting into another? I 
want to show another thing to convince you that organized labor 
is not supporting a protective-tariff policy. Every man who 
was elected to this Congress as a labor man you will find will 
vote for this bill, no matter which side of the House he is on. 

l\fr. C~Uf PBELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I have not the time to yield 

and say what I desire to say. I would be glad to yield other
wise. I know whereof I speak. I have opposed the protective
tariff policy in the trades-union movement. I know there are a 
few there who favor it, but I am speaking in regard to the 
matter in the main as the great majority both of the officers 
and the members of the trades-unions believe. Now, let us see 
what kind of protection the Republican Party or the- country 
under the domination of the Republican Party has given the 
working people of this country. I have here figures compiled 
as to the a-verage wage scale of the country. The average wa<Pe 
earners receive $9.99 per week. The average wage scale th~t 
the salaried workmen and the wage earners receive was $11.35 
a week. If there is anybody who thinks that a workingman 
can live and raise a family on wages of an average of $11.35 
a week in Chicago or in any other of the industrial centers at 
present prices, if he knows how it can be done it will be very 
valuable to have the receipt. Not only that b~t if I have the 
time I desire to have read this clipping, ~d it is certainly 
something to boast of-the conditions that the Republican 
Party through its domination have created in this country for 
the working people. They have destroyed them physically and 
morally. I want to say to gentlemen on both sides of this 
House that I have never been so encouraged in all my life as 
by the ~ac~ that at this time educated men, men in high places, 
are beglilillilg to see the necessity of exercising their influence 
to give relief from the conditions which this small clippinO' 
will show to exist. I:> 

The Clerk read as follows : 
INDUSTRIALISM MAIN CAUSE-CORNELL PROil'ESSOil CHARGES IT RESPON

SIBLE FOR CRIME AND INSANITY. 

PHILADELPHIA., PA .• Mat·ch 11. 
That industrialism is the principal cause of the filling of ja.ilil and 

insane asylums, the killing off of one-third of all ba bies in the first 
year of their lives, and the restricting of other births was declared 
by Dr. M. G. Schapp, professor of neuropathology at Cornell University 
in an address here yesterday at the conference on mental hygiene. ' 

"Degeneration and race suicide," he said, " increase with industrial 
supremacy, and the stress of modern competition is the cause of much 
of the insanity. Employment of women in factories and the almost 
ceaseless activity demanded of all classes in efforts to retain their posi
tions are leading causes in the breakdown of mental health." 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Gentlemen, if that condition is 
something you want to boast of under your protective tariff 
policy in this country, wby, you have that pleasure, but it 
seems to me that it takes a great deal of nerve, an almost 
galvanized nerve, for men to get up and claim-in spite of the 
efforts of organized labor and its friends-to be responsil>le for 
this condition described. It seems to me that it is certainly 
nothing to boast of on the part of those who have been in 
power. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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Mr. PAYNID. :Mr. Chairman, I am glad that the head of the 

bumblebee party this morning is not imputing motives to his 
colleagpes that are not warranted, and is rather leaving the 
muckrnking business to the real head of his party and is 
making a criticism that is at least not insulting. He says that 
I am a " tandstiller." and yet I put on the statute books a 
protective tariff bill and lowered the duty more than any tariff 
bill ever written and put on the statute books up to that 
day from a previous tariff. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
" 7hy. gentlemen, it reminds me of a young reporter who came 
around to see me before I came to Washington last fall, a 
reporter who was engaged on an independent paper that printed 
Democratic editorials every day, except they varied them by 
putting in boosts for the Bull l\Ioose Party in order to encourage 
the vote for the Bull Moose candidate in my district, and he 
asked me how I stood on several questions. I told him. Finally 
he wanted to know how I stood on the amendment to the Con
stitution providing for the popular election of Senators. I said, 
"l\Iy dear boy, I have been voting for that for 16 years, and 
I have voted for it three or four times." "You have been vot
ing for it?" "Yes.'' "Why," he said, "that is a Progressive 
proposition." I said, "Why, good hea"'ens, my boy, I voted 
for that long before any of the present race of Progressives had 
been politically born." "Well," he said, "all these are Progres
sive measures you have been voting for." And now comes along 

· this astute gentleman from _ Kansas and says I am a " stand
stiller.'' Well, I never have advanced to tbat plane where I 
accuse every man with whom I disagree of some sinister moti\e; 
where I had witne sed a fight in which men I did not agree 
with were spendiug th~ir best energies to accomplish a purpose, 
I did not come around some time afterwards and accuse them of 
not acting sincerely. 

Then my friend from Alabama tells the gentleman from Penn
sylvania that we ha•e admHted some stained glass for certain 
churches free of duty. There was always a good reason for it. 
Perhaps it arose out of the ignorance of the people who im
ported it and got in a hole, and so we remitted that duty. 

He says, "You play favorites." We do not. We exempted 
two or three churches, but we do not play favorites. He put 
stained glass on the free Jist for all churches. He is playing 
favorite by the wholesale if we are chargeable of playing it 
at all. 

And so we go on ·here. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
BucHAN.ANJ says he is a labor-union man, and he gives it as his 
opinion that labor does not get any benefit out of the tariff. I 
refer him to that great head of the Federation of Labor of the 
United States, Samuel Gompers, who went through Europe. 
He said it was a fact that our laboring men could live here at 
the same rate that the laboring people live there, and for the 
same amount of money here obtain shelter, food, and clothing, 
and all if they would choose to live on the same plane, but they 
demanded something better-a better house, better fooQ.., better 
clothing. and better conditions for their families. He was 
bound to say in conclusion as to the whole matter that we have 
advanced to a higher plane in providing for the laboring people 
in the United States. 

And on this very question of glass, an intelligent labor-union 
glnssmaker, as intelligent as the gentleman from Illinois [hlr. 
BUCHANAN], speaking as well as any Member on the floor of 
this House in his proposition to the commj.ttee, was. asked the 
usual question, "You say you need this for the benefit of labor?" 
His reply was, "Yes." "How are you sure you are going to 
get any benefit of it?" His prompt reply was, "You give us a 
protective tariff and we will take our share of it, as we have 
always been doing and are doing now." 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield now? 
I would like to say something as to his statement concerning 
Mr. Gompers. 

Mr. PAYNE. I can not yield now. And that was true of this 
glass industry. Laborers a.re as well organized there as they 
are in any other industry in the United States. This was the 
testimony of an intelUgent man, and, if I :::tm not vastly mis
taken, he says he Yoted for Woodrow Wilson last fall and is a 
Democrut. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. CLARK of l\IissourL I will ask that the gentleman from 

New York be giYen firn minutes more. 
l\Ir. PAYNE. I do not want it. I "ill get in again by and by. 

I like to deal these out in installments. 
The CHAIIll\IAN. The gentleman from Texas [l\Ir. lIAnnY] 

is recognized. 
1\Ir. H . .\RDY. Mr. Cha.irmnn, this debate at this point illus

trates to me what seems to be the great enl of a protective 
tariff. The gentleman from New York has well said, with ref
erence to the special enactments favoring certain churches, that 

there was always a good reason for each spedal favor. There 
"always is a good reason" for fayor. I want to warn my 
Progressiye friends that declare they are for a protective tariff, 
but a reasonable protection, that there is .absolutely no differ
ence between them and my friend from Pennsylrnnia [l\lr. 
lUoORE], who declares he is for a high protective tariff for the 
simple reason that e\ery man seeking a higher duty on the com
modity that he is interested in always finds a good reason for 
the special favor he wants. And when our friends the Progres
si>es run after the protection idea there is no limit to the 
distance which euch one of them will go in behalf of the inter
ests in which each one is interested, and there is no limit to the 
length they will go in combining with other interests in order 
to get what they want. You may think you are so virtuous you 
can not ask too much, but there is no possible line you can draw 
if you start in with the idea that we are protecting certain 
industries. The principle is befouling and corrupting. It is like 
all evil. 

Vice is a monster of so fri.,.btful mien, 
As, to be hated, needs but to be seen ; 
Yet seen too oft, familiar with her face, 
We first endure, then pity, then embrace. 

You love your country. You really believe in justice to all 
and special privileges to none. You ought to be now on your 
knees, praying tbe prayer our Sa-vior taught, " Lead us not into 
temptation, but deliver us from evil." 

The whole system was started in this country on the notion 
of easily raising a revenue to run the Government and inciden
tally. by just such mild and moderate protection as you now talk 
of, building up infant industries, and it has grown up to be a 
juggernaut that crushes out the life of the labor of this coun
try. Come out of the darkness, Mr. Progressive, and stand for 
a tariff which is only for the benefit of the Government. There 
is no middle way. You can not satisfy the interests and serve 
the people. You say you are for a liberal administration. You 
say you are for protection but not for excessive protection, but 
no protection is excessive for the man who is interested. l\1y 
friend from Pennsylvania, Mr. MooRE, still says and he seems 
to think that a duty of 30 per cent will destroy or greatly re
duce the wages of an industry that now has a 42 per cent protec
tion when the whole percentage of labor in the products of that 
industry is only 31 per cent. I do not impute wrong motives to 
men who say these things. We can believe anything. 

Why, we know that in times gone by good men have belie•ed that 
infants not two spans long were burning in hell. And so a good 
man may believe that a 30 per cent duty on a product of an indus
try in which the labor element is only 31 per cent is still de
structive to that industry. Let us be fair. Let us be honest. 
Let us obey the Constitution, which says that a tax on imports 
must be levied for governmental purposes, and let us refuse to 
violate it and break it, and decline so to levy taxes on imports 
as to give special favors to one class to the detriment of other 
classes. 

l\Ir. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\fr. HARDY. No; I can not yield. No one sitting here be

lieves that a protecti"rn tariff is in accordance with the spirit of 
the Constitution. 

l\Ir. LENROOT. Do the gentleman's remarks also apply to 
the duty on the hair of the Angora goat? [Laughter and ap
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. HARDY. That remark, I will say, also demonstrates that 
there is always a reason. I heard the leader of the other side 
say the other day that there are a million Angora goats in this 
country, and that out of that million 999,99!> were located in 
Texas; and a few minutes afi:erwards a gentleman not from 
Tex.as got up and stated how many hundred thousand Angora 
goats there were in his State. [Laughter.] I would not know 
an Angora goat when I saw it, and if there are any in my dis
trict I do not know it. But I know this, that there is a reason 
for placing a duty on the hair of the Angora goat. Cloth pro
duced from the hair of the Angora goat 1s a luxury. Most of it 
is used in equipping Pullmnn palace cars and automobiles, and 
little of it used by the common people, and a duty on it that 
will produce revenue is justified on tha t ground, whereas wool 
used in the production of the cloth which all our people use and 
want to use should not bear a tax. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

And let the gentleman take this and bear it with sweet unc
tion in his heart, that if there is one goat in Texas I am willing 
to sacrifice him. I will put him on the altnr and giye him to 
my people or to the people over there on that side. But if you 
are going to levy a duty do you want to leYy it on the luxuries 
of life or on the necessities of life? The fewer the Angora goats 
there may be in this country the more certain it is that ev-ery 
dollar of duty laid on the hair of the Angora goat will go into 
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the Treasury and not into the pockets of special-privileged in
terest . [.Applause on the Democratic side.] 

l\fr. HAMILTON of Michigan. In this bill is there a duty 
on rice? [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. HARDY. I think there is. [Renewed laughter on the 
Republican side. J 

l\fr. HA.MILTON of Michigan. Is rice a necessity or a luxury? 
l\Ir. HARDY. I think rice is a necessity. .And I will say, 

furthermore, that when the time comes to take the duties off 
other articles, we will take them off all necessities. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Why do not you take it off of 
rice? 

Mr. MURDOCK. When will that time come? 
Mr. HARDY. For my part, if I can not get all duties off of 

all common necessities, I would rather take some of them off 
than to lie down and let all the monstrous duties we now have 
on the commonest and cheapest necessities remain. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Why are you not willing to 
do it now? 

Mr. HARDY. I am willing to do it, and I want to h·avel just 
as fast as we can, but on your side you want to pile the burdens 
up higher and higher. 

Mr. HAMILTON of l\1icbigan. I am for a tariff that covers 
the difference in the cost of production at home and abroad. 

Mr. HARDY. And yet you would vote for the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moo&E], who wants a 
protection of 40 per cent on this item in which the whole labor 
cost is only 30 per cent. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. But I shall not vote for this 
bill. 

Mr. HARDY. Oh, no; you would not vote for this bill. 
Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. No; but I would vote for a 

proper bill. 
Mr. HARDY. Then the gentleman should vote for this bill. 
Mr. H.A.l'1ILTON of Michigan. You do not show your faith 

by your works. 
l\fr. HARDY. Ob, you never did show your faith by your 

works, if you have that faith; that is, that you only wanted a 
duty to cover the difference in the cost of production here and 
abroad. 

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Do not let him have the last 
word. [Laughter.] 

Mr. H.A.l\IILTON of Michigan. "Faith without works is 
dead." By your work on rice you shall be known. [Laughter 
on the RepubU.can side.] 

Mr. HARDY. .And by your works-your Yotes for high 
duties, not for revenue, but to benefit the few and burden the 
many-you are known, and I have got the last word. [Laughter 
and applause.] 

l\lr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the debate 
on this paragraph and amendments thereto be closed. 
. The CH.AIRM.A.l"\T. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
all debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto be closed. 
The question is on agreeing to that motion. 

Tbe motion was agreed to. 
Tbe CHAIRMAN. Tbe question now is on agreeing to the 

amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
l\!OORE]. 

Tbe question was ta.ken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Fusible enamel, 20 per cent ad valorem; opal or cylinder glass tiles 

or tiling, 30 per cent ad valorem. 
Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 

word. I ba ve listened to the remarks of the leader Qf the Pro
gressive Party in this House, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
MURDOCK], and I want to state to him that I think his reflec
tion or his criticism of the gentleman from New York [~Ir. 
PAYNE] is uncalled for, in view of the fact that three years ago 
the gentleman from Kansas, on a roll call, voted to pass the 
Payne tariff bill through this House. He did it without a criti
cism or without an objection. He sat on this side of the House 
for 10 years, elected by a constituency in Kansas that believes 
in the policies of the Republican Party, and .I doubt whether he 
can point to a single word or line of criticism or objection to 
the policy of his party during the time the Republicans of 
Kansas intrusted him with power in this House. The gen
tleman from Kansas the other day criticized this bill and read 
some letters from millers in bis district who objected to the 
free importation of flour from Canada. 

l\fr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Will the gentleman be fair? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Certainly. 
Mr. l\IURDOCK. I read a letter from a miller in Kansas who 

said that the bill was faulty ·in that it did not either put both 
wheat and flour ou the free list, or put an equal duty on both, 
if a duty were to go on at all. 

Mr. AUSTIN. The gentleman from Kansas made an appeal 
in the interest of the millers of Kansas. He favors a protec
tion on the flour industry of his district, as against the cheap 
flour industry of Canada. He opposed reciprocity in theinterest 
of the agricultural constituents that he represented, and he 
stood still and stood pat against the importation of anythint; 
that would affect the interest of his immediate constituents; 
but when it comes to legislating in a tariff bill to protect the 
industries of the district represented by tbe· gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. MooRE] and the district represented by 
myself in Tennessee, then the gentleman is in favor of a reduc
tion that would permit the importation of foreign articles in 
competition with those manufactured in our districts. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Oh, the gentleman wants to keep within 
the facts. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Yes; always. 
Mr. ?!WRDOCK. I did not vote against reciprocity; I voted 

for reciprocity. 
Mr. AUSTIN. Yes; but the gentleman's party assailed Presi

dent Taft, and that was one of the chief slogans against him iu 
the Northwest, the fact that be favored reciprocity. 

Mr. MURDOCK. But the gentleman made the accusation 
against me that I was standing for a local, personal interest 
as against the interests of the Nation. I voted for reciprocity. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Then I accept tbe gentleman's statement. But 
he does not deny the statement that he voted for the Payne bill.· 

Mr. MURDOCK. Not at all. 
?!fr. AUSTIN. Tben the gentleman pleads guilty. 
Mr. MURDOCK. I voted for the Payne bill when it passed 

the House; but I voted against it, as the gentleman dill not, 
after it had been ruined in the Senate. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I voted against it in the House, and was the 
only Republican to do so, because it was seeking to put coal ancl 
iron ore on the free list, which affected my district; and had it 
placed flour and wheat on the free list, and the articles in which 
the gentleman's constituents are interested, be would have been 
untrue to his commission and their trust had he not voted 
against it. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Now, let me ask the gentleman a question. 
Mr. AUSTIN. Not unless I have more time. Tbe gentleman 

from Kansas is a Progressive. He progressed here, holding a 
seat by virtue of the votes and the support of a Republican dis
trict for 10 years, and now he bas changed bis official designa
tion in the directory from a Republican to a Prog1·essive. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of 
order. I dislike to make the point of order on these gentlemen, 
but some of our friends bave discussed politics in reference 
to this bill in season and out of season. 

Mr. AUSTIN: Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman will make 
the point of order against the gentleman from Kansas the next 
time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I must insist that the 
gentleman discuss the paragraph under consideration. 

The CHAIR.MAN. Tbe Chair sustains the point of order. 
Tbe gentleman from Tennessee will proceed in order. 

l\fr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, in reference to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. BUCHANAN], the labor leader--

1\fr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I renew my point of 
order. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I am going to answer the gentleman on a ques
tion that "he submitted here, and which he submitted without 
protest from tbe chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would say to the gentleman that the 
paragraph before the committee does not relate to that propo
sition. It bas been passed. . 

Mr. AUSTIN. Tbe gentleman from Illinois discussed labor 
conditions in this country and Europe. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tbe gentleman from Tennessee is, of 
course, familiar with the rule, and if the point of order be in
sisted upon tbe Chair will state that he must proceed in order. 

Mr. AUSTIN. All I ask is that the gentleman from Alabama 
will treat the Members of bis side just as he does me. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection 
to my friend from Tennessee making speeches, but I must insist 
that this bill progress. 

Now, I will withdraw the point of order if, after the gentle
man has finished his discussion on this particular matter, be 
will let us go along and discuss the paragraphs of the bill. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I say to the gentleman from Alabama that 
wben he permits anyone on that side of the House to make these 
general speeches ·on the tariff, I intend to exercise the same 
right in reply. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the. gentleman that those 
speeches have been made on both sides of the Ho~e. I bave 
been trying to let them run, but the gentleman has made quite 
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a number of speeches in this debate, and most of them entirely 
foreign to the subject matter before the House. 

Mr. AUe;TIN. I think I told the gentleman before we entered 
upon the discussion of this bill under the five-minute rule that 
I had no opportunity to make a speech in the general debate, 
and my only opportunity was to do it under the five-minute rule. 

:Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am willing that the gentleman should 
proceed this time, but I intend to insist on the enforcement of 
the rule hereafter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from: Alabama withdraws 
the point of order. The gentleman from Tennessee will proceed. 

Mr. AUSTIN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BUOHANAN], 
speaking as a labor man, decries the condition of the laboring 
people of this country. I commend to him the volume entitled 
" Labor in Europe and America," by Samuel Gompers, written 
as the result of a trip in 1909 through England, France, Austria, 
Italy, Germany, and the industrial centers of those countries. I 
wish to read a few extracts from that remarkable book. · 
· On page 42 .Mr. Gompers, the great American labor leader, 
says: 

The deepest impression that England made upon me came from its 
poverty. Physically thousands have become unfit, and are almost irre
claimable from idleness. Vice and the result of idleness make of them 
ready victims to death. Poverty is en view in all parts of London ; 

, slums and back streets border on fashionable thoroughfares ; figures in 
dirt and rags slouch along amid the gay and well-attired promenaders 
of the park. With regret I must confess I came a.way from London 
with a sense of depression. From time to time since, those numbers of 
demoralized, degraded objects which ought to be men and women have 
formed in my mind's eye a procession moving along together past me, 
mournful, hopeless, repellent-a disgrace to our boasted civilization. 

The last paragraph in Mr. Gompers's book reads as follows: 
The Old World is not our world. Its social problems, its economic 

philosophies, its current political questions are not linked. up with 
America. AU the people of the globe may be on the broad highway to 
social justice, peace among men of all tongues, and universal brother
hood. but all the nations and Governments have not reached the same 
points on the road. In the procession America is first. 

Beginning on page 221 Mr. Gompers quotes some figures on 
the comparative wage scale of this and European countries. Let 
me quote them for the information of the ·House and the 
country, and for the benefit of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. BuoHANAN]. who, in the speech he has just made, expresses 
the opinion that a protective tariff is not beneficial to the 
American working people. According to Mr. Gompers, wages 
run as follows in the shipyards in England and Scotland : 

Platers, riveters, and calkers, holders-up, from 6 to less than 
$9.50 a week. In Germany only three or four of the trades average 
over $300 per annum; most of the averages run less than $250. For 
instance, the Berlin Saddlers' Organization, 9 hours per day, $6.28 to 
$6.52 per week. The Hamburg shipbuilders, $7.90 to $11.62 ver week. 
The Berlin plumbers. $8 to $9 per W.!ek. 

In Budapest bricklayers, among the best-paid workmen in the build
ing trades, get from $1 to $1.20 per day. In the winter they find 
unskilled work at 60 cents a day. Budar.est has 1,000 female cigar 
makers working in the Government factories at 30 to 40 cents a day. 
Miners in northern Hungary sometimes attain to the level of 60 cents 
per day. The wages in Italy reach the highest point in Milan, the 
great modern and commet·cial city of the Kingdom. 

The following are some of the demands of the unions : 
The painters and paper hangers a minimum of 60 cents, 80 cents, 

and $1 per day (American money), 8~ hours in winter and 10 hours 
the rest of the year. Stationary firemen, 9 cents an hour ; gold-leaf 
workers, $1.20 per day; assistants, 75 cents, 9 hours; bookbinders, 80 
cents a day. In the building trades, minimum per hour, 9 cents; 
lithographers, graded, 8.40, $7.80, and $7 a week. Street cleaners, 
graded, 78, 72, 67, 60, and 45 cents a day. 

The policemen in London get $6 to $9 a week ; in Paris, $6 to $8 ; in 
:Vienna or Rome, $5 to 7 per weak ; and in New York, $20 to $30 a week. 

Mr. Gompers states, on page 228 of his book, that-
The printing trade, in all Europe at the highest point in union 

or~anization, a.lfords u basis for wage comparisons. In New York the 
un10n weekly scale for compositors on morning newspapers is $31; on 
bookwork, $21. In London the book scale is 39s. (less than $9.50) ; in 
Paris, the minimum $9; in Milan, $7 (5.20 lire) per day; in Austria 
the towns and cities arc divided into six classes for compositors' weekly 
wages, running, respectively, $4.40, $4.80, $5.20, $5.60, $5.80, and 
$6.20; In Budapest the minimum scale is $4.80. 

To sum up, l\Ir. Gompers states that wages are more than 
twice as much in this country as in Europe, and the hours of 
labor on the other side longer, the latter being from 9 to 12 and 
14 hours in some of the cotton industries. In the matter of the 
cost of living, he states that if the American workingman 
would deprive himself as the European wage earner is com-
pelled to do, the cost of living would be the same. · 

In conclusion I have quoted Samuel Gompers, president of the 
.American Federation of Labor, against the gentleman from 
Illinois (l\Ir. BUOHANAN]. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last two words. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER
WOOD] says he wishes to proceed with the discussion of the pro
visions of this bill, and I propose for a few moments to satisfy 
him on that point if I can. The statements he- has made with 
1·eference to the percentage which the wages paid for labor bear 

to the total value of the product in this industry are wholly mis
leading and, in fact, entirely incorrect. They are in line with 
the remarks which the gentleman made last evening with refer
ence to the pottery industry. He stated then that the pottery 
industry in this country produced products amounting to $67,-
000,000, and that the wages paid were $29,000,000. The figures 
which the gentleman gave were not for the pottery industry 
but for the pottery, fire-clay, and terra-cotta industry com 
bined, and it is well known that the terra-cotta and fire-clay 
industries have a much lower wage scale than that which is 
paid in the crockery line. Proceeding on those figures the gen
tleman drew the. deduction that the percentage of wages in the 
pottery manufacture was only 38 per cent. As a matter of fact 
it is over 50 per cent, and in most cases in the china factotjes 
about 60 per cent. -

I hold in my hand a statement from one of the largest con
cerns operating .in this country, manufacturing china and white 
ware of certain kinds. Their product last year amounted to 
$1,800,000. Of this amount $1,120,000, or over 60 per cent, was 
paid in wages-handed out in the pay envelopes to their work
men. Yet the gentleman has proceeded to draw the provisions 
of this bill in accordance with his statement that 38 per cent 
was all that was paid on the articles which were manufactured 
under paragraphs 81 and 82 thereof. 

The gentleman said in that same connection that he tbougbt a 
tariff board was necessary sometimes for the benefit of his Re
publican friends. It is necessary for them, and it is doubly nec
essary for our Democratic friends when they persist in putting 
forth such misleading statistics, and when they deny, as they 
have been obliged to in some cases, the statistics from their own 
handbook and their own report which they have presented in 
connection with this bill. I am like the gentleman from Ohio 
who addressed the committee on the subject of a tariff board the 
other day. I have never been able to perceive why a Democrat 
should not be able to make calculations as well as a Republican, 
and why, when a tariff board is organized for the purpose of 
obtaining facts, a Democrat can not ascertain those facts and 
make those calculations as well as a Republican. But they 
have had so much trouble all along with their figures that I be
gin to doubt the mathematics of the Democratic Party. 

When we were discussing this subject the other evening the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MURDOCK] asked the gentleman 
from Texas [l\fr. DIES] if he could not be fair, and the gentle
man from Texas, wishing to be quite truthful, I suppose, said 
no, he could not. Now, if gentlemen can neither figure nor be 
fair, I will admit that they are of no use upon a tariff board. 
Otherwise I can not see any reason why the tariff board should 
not be made up to work in perfect harmony, although its mem
bers differ in their political faith, and give us what the Tariff 
Board which we formerly had gave us-harmonious results and 
unanimous reports, no matter of what party they are made up. 

Now, this being the situation it emphasizes the necessitv of a 
tariff board in order that we may have some correct :figures 
upon which to base these rates. The gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. UNDERWOOD], in speaking of the amount of labor employed 
in this glassware schedule, lumped the whole schedule together, 
including glassware of the cheapest kind, in which the labor is 
a small percentage, with that where the labor constitutes by far 
the greater part of the cost of the product, as in the particular 
provisions which are now under consideration. I submit that 
this is an unfair and improper way of making up a schedule. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

l\fr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman's remarks 
are about as close to the facts as can be expected. Now. here 
is a paragraph relating to stained-glass windows, covering most 
of the items that are in the census report. How can you get 
closer to governmental figures than when the census report picks 
out a paragraph on which to give statistics? I hold the report 
in my band. It says : 

Glass cutting, staining and ornamenting. 

That is what is involved in this paragraph. 
It says that the total wages scale was $5 249,000, and the total 

production was $16,100,000. The average amount of wages 
paid in that industry as fixed by the census was 31 per. cent. 
Of course, I do not expect gentlemen on that side of the House 
who have for five decades gone to school to the interested manu
facturers of this country, who are unwilling to recognize any
one in authority as to what interests the people of the United 
States on a tariff bill, except information that comes· from a 
source that had such interest, to take the returns of theil' own 
Government as to the amount of the wages spent in the indus
try. Mr. Chairmant I move to close debate on this paragraph. 

.l\Ir. FORDNEY. If the gentleman will permitt I would like 
a little time. 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move to close debate in 
fi.-e minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 
l\Ir. FORDNEY. l\fr. Chairman, last evening, in the discus

sion between the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] 
and myself about the importations and productions of earthen
ware, and so on, some figures were given, but the ad valorem 
rates as fixed in the bill included everything under earthen
ware. It included sewer pipe 'and tile and terra cotta, and does 
not relate to chinaware, about which I was talking. 

Some gentlemen have said that the Republicans had hereto
fore, in the preparation of their tariff bills, listened absolutely 
to the manufacturers. I send to the Clerk's desk a letter that 
has been handed to me to show that there are others besides 
manufacturers interested in the preparation of our tariff bills. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
AMALGAMATED GLASS WORKERS' 

INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF AMEBICA, 
Boston, Mass., April 25, 1913. 

Mr. SAMUEL E. WINSLOW, 
Representativ e, Washington, D. a. 

DF..A.R Srn: 'rhe Decorative Glassworkers of Boston, Local 28, at their 
Inst meeting instructed me to write you to protest against section 659~ 
page 11!2, Honse bill, being passed, which reduces the duty on paintea 
and stained glass windows imported into this country, and which, if it 
becomes a law, will seriously affect our trade, which at present is none 
too well paid, and will throw a majority of our members out of work. 

Yours, very truly, 
[SEM..] M. T. MOONEY, Secretat'1]. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that I have sat 
here, as have other gentlemen, and heard arguments on both sides 
of the House and evidently in the middle, with nothing but 
criticism and faultfinding. When God Almighty blew the breath 
of life into some men He must have been bilious [laughter], 
be{':tuse they have kicked from the time the light of day came to 
them to the present time and never stand for anything· to build 
up, but always ready to tear down. Gentlemen, I do hope that 
in the discussion over this bill such discussion may hereafter 
be eliminated and the discussion and arguments confined to 
merits or demerits of the propositions before the House and not 
engage in so much personality. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. All time has expired, and, without objec
tion, the pro forma amendment will be withdrawn, and the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
SCHEDULE C-lrETALS AND MANUFACTURES OF. 

104. Iron in pigs, iron kentledge, spiegeleisen, wrought and cast 
i::crap iron and scrap steel, 8 per cent ad valorem; but nothing shall be 
deemed scrap iron or scrap steel except secondhand or waste or refuse 
iron or steel fit only to be remanufactured; ferromanganese, chrome or 
chromium metal, ferrochrome or ferrochromlum, ferromolybdenum, ferro
phosphorus, ferrotitanium, ferrotungsten, ferrovanadium, molybdenum, 
titanium, tantalum, tungsten or wolfram metal, and ferrosilicon, 15 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Mr. P .A.Ll\IER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 27, line 16, insert after the word "ferrosilicon" the words "and 

other alloys used in the manufacture of steel." 

Mr. MAl\TN. l\fr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman from 
Pem1svlvania whether his amendment will increase or decl"ease 
the ta riff on these articles? 

Mr. PALl\IEit. It will decrease the tariff. 
Mr. l\IANN. What is the rate now? 
Mr. PAT.il\IER. I have in mind only two such alloys. Cobalt 

is one, which I understand now would come in at ·25 per cent. 
Mr. MANN. How does it come in now? 
Mr. PALMER. As metals not enumerated. 
l\Ir. MANN. Under the existing law? 
Mr. PALMER. Under the Payne law. 
Mr. MANN. Under the bill without this amendment it would 

come in in the same way. 
l\fr. PALMER. I suppose .so. We put it in in order to make 

all pay the same rate. We believe they ought to pay the same 
rate; they are constantly used in the manufacture of steel. 

l\Ir. MANN. In the metal schedule bill of last year the rate 
was fixed at 10 per cent. 

Mr. PALMER. On the ferro alloys? 
- l\Ir. MANN. The gentleman offers this amendment to come 
in just before the 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. PALMER. The amendment I am offering is to insert, 
after the word " ferrosilicon," " and other alloys used in the 
manufacture of steel." 

Mr. MANN. The ad valorem in the schedule last year was 
10 per cent. 

Mr. PALMER. No; it was 15 per cent in the last bill. 
Mr. MANN. I will accept the gentleman's statement, but my 

recollection was that it was 10 per cent. 

Mr. PALMER. The gentleman is mistaken. I have the Un
derwood bill of last year before ' me, and it carried 15 per cent. 
last year for ferro alloys. What the gentleman may be think
ing of is pig iron, which carried a rate of 10 per cent in the 
same paragraph last year and in the Senate was reduced to 8 
per cent. We carry it now at 8 per cent. 

Mr. MANN. I understand that. You had 6 per cent in the 
metal schedule bill last year, did you not? 

Mr. PALMER. What, pig iron? 
Mr. MANN. Yes. 
Mr. PALMER. Pig iron we had at 8 per cent. 
Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman permit .me one question? 

I understood him to say these ferro metals, these ferro sub
stances, would come in under metals not enumerated. Would 
they not rather come in under the general provision at the end 
of the bill, section 7, I think it is-I do not remember now-that 
puts a duty of _10 per cent upon unmanufactured articles not 
enumerated? 

Mr. PALMER. Under the present law? Oh, I think not. 
Mr. PAYNE. Under the present law or under this bilL 
Mr. PALMER. I do not pretend to construe the act, but I 

think, as I said before, that it would come in under the higher 
rate, but be that as it may, whether a reduction or not, we 
thought all alloys should bear the same rate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
l\Ir. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 27, line 16, after the word " ferrosilicon," strike out " 15 per 

cent ad valorem" and insert "$2.50 per ton." 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from Penn

sylvania [Mr. PALMER] permit me to ask him a question? "\\ m 
the gentleman be willing to accept the amendment which I have 
offered? 

Mr. PALMER. The gentleman will not. 
Mr. BUTLER: The gentleman is cruel; usually he is not. 

He should not so rudely dash a hope which I so tremblingly 
entertained. I do not anticipate, Mr. Chairman, that the 
amendment will be adopted ; if I did I would not vote for it 
myself [laughter], because I do not propose to take any part 
in running off on the public a bill which is feared by American 
industry and which, according to prophecy, can not long ur
vive. I mean to leave the ship before it hits the rock. It is 
suggested to me by my constituent that the duty on this prod
uct, which is used in the manufacture of steel, ought to be 
fixed at a specific duty as in the present law at $2.50 a ton, be
cause the ad valorem duty of 15 per cent offered in the present 
bill will raise the duty on ferromanganese from $2.50 a ton to 
$8.70 per ton. I have no particular objection to the Democratic 
Party favoring ferromanganese with a duty of $8.70 per ton, 
but I am wondering what my friend from Pennsylvania had in 
his mind when he raised the duty over the Republican mark. 
Ferromanganese can be produced in this country. There are 
furnaces that produce it, I am told. The Steel Corporation 
makes it for its own use, but the independents have to purch:i e 
it. Is it the purpose to encourage this industry? Is my con
stituent wrong when he figures that the duty upon this prodnct 
has been raised from $2.50 to $8.70 per ton, based on the · ad 
valorem duty? Can this be a Democratic protection? My con
stituent says this product sells at this time in the market for 
$61 per ton. Mr. Chairman, as I have already snid, I have no 
hope, of course, that this amendment will be adopted. It is not 
well drawn, but will do to vote down. Neither have I any hope 
that this bill will be defeated. I have had no opportunity to 
criticize it because there was nobody to listen to my criticism 
had I offered it. I came here regularly every day and heard 
gentlemen thunder in the caver~, greatly pleased with their 
own echoes. I have had no chance to present to this House, 
because there was no House, my views upon this bill, which I 
fear will bring trouble to all our people. I am not certain of 
it because I do not know, but I am anxious to live to a time 
that I may know. But I aru thoroughly comforted when I re
call the dictum of Mephistopheles found in Faust, "All that 
comes into being deserves to perish," and I believe this pro
posed law is enumerated in that list. and some· day the torch of 
indignation will be applied to it and it will perish along with 
other Democratic extravagances. Mr. Cbairrnnn, I am not a 
pessimist, permit me to say; it is easy to be a pessi_mist and be
cause of its ease we should guard ourseh·es agninst it-I do 
not criticise these gentlemen making this bill. The country will 
deal with them when the result of their performances is fully 
discovered. The responsibility is on them s they do the writing 
and the voting. That the business people are shocked and 
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terrified no one denies. They did not

1 
expect a free-trade law. 

Their protests are loud. They should have protested last No
vember. Republicans can make no successful fight here. 

The Democrats imagine they were commissioned, but they 
were not. A majority did not put them in power. Many of 
those who trusted them expected better of them. But they are 
sincere in their purpose, and we all wait to see what the 
effect of their written views will be. I said to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. HARBISON] ;vesterday, who was so skill
fully explaining the chemical schedule, and who is an expert, 
as we all agr·ee, upon it, that the Democrats steering this bill 
are treating us quite as well as we treated them on similar 
occasions. As I remember, we shot them in the squat. They 
permit us to run for our lives. They give us a chance to offer 
these amendments, so that they may have the pleasure of de
feating them. [Laughter.] 

1\fr. KITCHIN. Did you shoot them on the impulse of tlle 
moment? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes. This is the only real live chance I have 
had on this bill-it is to be short in time-the only time I have 
found l\Iembers in their seats. Why they are here I do not 
know. [Laughter.] When I see a Member of Congress in his 
seat I always imagme that he fears he is being watched by his 
constituency. [Applause and laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania has expired. 

l\Ir. MOORE. I desire to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania [l\lr. BuTLEB] a question. I desire to speak, but first to 
ask the question. · 

Mr. BUTLER. Maybe I can not answer it. 
Mr. MOORE. His amendment pertains to ferromanganese? 
Mr. BUTLER. Yes. 
Mr. MOORE. I have listened to his statement, and I think 

his facts are confirmed by information that comes from con
stituents of mine. They tell the story so much better than I can 
that I shall read what they say: 

Independent steel manufacturers are heavily handicapped by this in
crease, in view of the fact that the leading interest, the United States 
Steel Corporation, operates blast furnaces making ferromanganese in 
this country from imported ore, to be admitted free of duty. They are 
the only makers of ferromanganese in this country, the independent 
manufacturers importing the manufactured alloy, for which the present 
tariff bill imposes a duty of approximately $8. 70 a ton. The price of 
ferromanganese at several times bas passed $100 per ton. It bas sold 
as high as $150. 

Instead of reducing duties for the relief of the consumer. 
therefore, it appears that in this instance the committee has 
actually raised the duty from $2.50 a ton under the Payne bill 

· to $8.70 under the Underwood bill. 
It has not yet been explained why the Democratic Party did 

this. They are pledged to enact a tariff law for the purpose of 
collecting revenue only . . In this instance they seem to be operat
ing in behalf of the United States Steel Corporation, presumably 
the greatest trust and combination in the world. This is the 
only concern that will get the advantage of the raise in the duty 
from $2.50 provided in the Payne bill to $8.70 as provided in the 
Underwood bill. 

l\Ir. PAYNE. As I understand, the gentleman is protesting 
against the high protective tariff which the committee has put 
in this bill? 

Mr. MOORE. I thank the gentleman for that question. 
While I am a protectionist, and wish to protect labor, I do not 
subscribe to the doctrine of protecting trusts and combinations, 
as they are protected in this bill in this particular instance. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I blush for my native State. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] My colleague, the gentle
man from the Chester-Delaware district [Mr. BUTLER], offers 
an amendment that is absolutely absurd upon its face, and my 
other distinguished colleague, the gentleman from Philadelphia 
[l\fr. l\fooRE], rises to confirm everything that his mistaken col
league has said. He proposes an amendment which would 
strike out the rate of 15 per cent on these ferro alloys and 
substitute $2.50 a ton. If it were put into the law it would 
be the laughing stock of the steel and iron industry of the 
country. This rate applies not alone to ferromanganese, but 
to every ferro alloy. The average unit of value of all ferro 
alloys is something over $1,000 per ton, and the gentleman's 
amendment would have the effect of writing a rate into this bill 
on an average of two-tenths of 1 per cent. Now, if the gentle
man means to put all this stuff on the free list, he ought to do 
it, but he ought not to fool anybody by an amendment of this 
character. 

Now, as to ferromanganese, -much has been said and much 
has b~en writt~n to Members of Congress about this article. 
It is one of the two increases which this bill carries over the 
Payne bill in the steel and iron schedule, the other increase 

being. plated gold and silverware and gold and silverware. 
Each of them is increased for the same reason, purely and 
entirely as a revenue proposition. We want this bill to · be 
recognized by the trade as a logical a.i:ld symmetrical bill by 
which they can do business. 

Mr .. HA.YES. Mr. Chairman--
Mr. PALMER. I can not yield. I have only :five minutes. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE), who knows more 

about writing a tariff bill in a minute than my colleagues from 
Pennsylvania will know in all their lives, when he brought his 
bill into the House put ferromanganese in with the ferro alloys, 
just exactly as we have done, and he defended it, and he was 
right as a logical proposition. There was where it belonged. 
He was beaten in another part of this Capitol, because the iron 
and steel manufacturers of this country were able to bring pres
sure to bear upon the conferees and upon the other branch of 
this Congress, and reduced the tax upon this ferromanganese, 
and following the methOd that was then so popular in changing 
this law, instead of putting it there boldly and frankly and 
openly, and reducing the rate on ferromanganese, they hid it 
under pig iron at $4 a ton and subsequently reduced that to 
$2.50 a ton. · 

Now, I say we put it back in the ferro alloys class, where it 
belongs, because we want the steel and iron manufacturers to 
_pay a share of the taxes to run this Government. It is purely 
for revenue purposes. It will not protect anybody and it will 
not seriously injure the consumer of steel and iron products. 
There is no ferromanganese made in the United States for sale. 
Absolutely the only manufacturer of ferromanganese in thi!) 
country is the United States Steel Corporation, which makes it 
entirely for its own use. If it were in the market selling ferro
manganese, perhaps there would be some force in the argument 
that we are doing something for its benefit. 

Mr. FARR. l\fr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
The CHAIRI\IAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
l\fr. PALMER. I can not yield in :five minutes. All the other 

manufacturers of steel and iron import their ferromanganese, 
and consequently, as the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER
woon] has said time and time agal.n, playing no favorites, we 
say that all of these people who import this article ought to 
help pay the taxes to run the Government. · 

As I said before, it can not affect the consumer, because ferro
manganese, like these other ferro alloys, is a medicine which is 
intended to give a peculiar character to certain kinds of steel, 
certain kinds of high-priced steel used in the manufacture of 
the finer forms of steel which, when they get to the consumer, 
are very much increased in valne. There is 1 per cent of a ton 
of ferromanganese in a ton of steel. Even at the present high 
price of ferro of $60 a ton there is therefore 60 cents worth of 
ferromanganese in a ton of steel, and at 15 per cent, which 
is this tariff, we levy a tariff upon the manufacturers of the 
country of 9 cents per ton of steel. And that is a kind of steel 
that goes into small tools and various things of that kind, 
which, as I said, when they get to the consumer, can not by any 
human ingenuity have this 9 cents a ton in the steel passed on. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [l\fr. Moo&E] ought, I think, to 
be to strike out, in line 12 of this paragraph, the word " ferro
manganese," with a statement that if that amendment should 
prevail the gentleman will offer an amendment at the end of 
the paragraph reading, " ferromanganese, $2.50 per ton." 

l\fr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MANN. I can not yield in :five minutes. 
Mr. MOORE. I have the amendment right here. 
Mr. MANN. Half a dozen gentlemen have the amendment. 
Now, what is the situation? The United States Steel Cor-

poration produces and uses about 120,000 tons of ferroman
ganese per year. They manufacture their own ferromanganese. 
Now, with the present rate of duty of $2.50 per ton it is esti
mated that the rate of duty of 15 per cent, as provided in this 
bill, will raise the duty to the neighborhood of $7 or $8 or $9 
per ton. All of the independent steel manufacturers buy im
ported ferromanganese now. They are in competition with the 
United States Steel Corporation. There is nearly as much 
ferromanganese used by the ind~pendent steel manufacturers, 
imported from abroad at $2.50 per ton duty, as there is used by 
the United States Steel Corporation, manufactured by itself. 

Now, the proposition is to increase the rate of duty on this 
article, necessary in the production of steel, from $2.50 per ton 
to $8 per ton and to give that much of a handicap against the 
independent manufacturer and in fav:or of the United States 
Steel Corporation. These independent steel manufacturers to
day can not afford to manufactui·e ferromanganese, and the 
United States Steel Corporatoin now can afford to manufacture 
ferro manganese. 



810 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. APRIL 30, 

There can be only one of two purposes in tne propositi.On to 
increase the r ate of duty. One is a protective pm1Jose, to en
courage a manufacturing establishment in thiS' country which 
will manufacture ferromanganese for the use of the independent 
steel manufacturers. The other-if it is not a protective meas
ure for them-is purely in the interest of the United States 
Steel Corporation. What do we find in this bill?' The very 
articles into which ferromanganese goes have the dnty de
creased by the bill, tending to increase the foreign competition, 
and while they are decreasing the rate on the finished products 
they are adding to the rate on the raw material which we must 
import from abroad. That is- cutting both ends. That is play
ing both ends against the middle. 

I am a protectionist. If the purpose of this measure were, 
within reasonable limitations, to build up an industry }lere 
which would manufacture ferromanganese at reasonable rates, 
where there could be competition, I would favor it. 

But that is not the purpose, and probably that will not be 
the effect. The effect of that increase is simply to add to the 
profits of the United States Steel Conioratfon and increase their 
power in competition with the independent manufactmrers. It 
ought" to be the policy of our country at this time to give aid to 
those who are independently competing with the grea t combina
tions of capital and the great organizations which seek to 
monopolize the markets, rather than. as this proposes to do,
girn aid and comfort to the monopolies against the independent 
competitors. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to insert as a part of my remarks the 
following letters: 

Hon. JAMES R. MANN,. 

AMElu:CAN STEEL FOUNDRIES, 
Chicago, April 21:. 1913. 

House of Representati-r;e-s, WCI3hington, D. 0. 
DEAR CONGRESSMAN MANN: There is a curious ineonsisteney in the 

proposed new tarf!l' law, Sclledule C, clause 106, wh1cb it ls very difficult 
to understand-in fad, I have not fGund anyone who eouid . explain it. 
It is proposed to change the duty on ferromanganese from $2 . .50 per ton 
to 15 per cent ad valorem. This means on the present market price 
abroad. say, $58 a ton,. that the duty would be at the rate of $8.70 a 
ton-a net increase o1 $6.20. 

There is only one producer of ferromanganese in this country and 
that· is the Carnegie Steel Co., and all of its product goes to the 
Steel Corporation. They produced in 1911 123,000 tons ; in 1912, 
121,000 tons. 

All of the independent steel manufacturers, s-teel :foundries, and others 
import their ferTomanganese. In taking oil' the tariff on fabricated steel 
and iron manufacturers in this country are thrown into dire-et" rompeti
tlon with foreign manufacturers,. under the most unfavorable conditions 
as to labor cost,. and why, in addition to this, it is now propooed to 
radically increase the duty on the one element that must go into every 
ton of steel and that must be imported, it is difficult to understand. 

If the answer is made that this high duty wtU encourage tbe domestic 
manufacture of ferromanganese. the reply is that it at once becomes a 
highly protected form of industry, wbieh, as we understand it, is just 
the thing that the present law proposes to avoid. The- tonnage of feTl'O
mang:anese imported annually is generally estimated at about 125,000 
tons, so that the income from the duty is a comparatively insignlficant 
Item and it would hardly seem that this could be urged as a reason for 
the serious increase. 

I think the whole thing has come about through a misunderstandin"' 
as t() what ferromanganese really is. In the bill it ls- put under the 
same heading as to duty as chromium, titanium, tungsten, etc. As a 
matter of fact, ferromanganese is simply pig iron with a high percentage 
of manganese. It Ls an absolutely necessary constituent ol every ton of 
steel that is made, whereas the other alloys are added to an extremely 
small percentage of steel that is required for special purposes, such as 
making tools, etc. 

Aside from the unnecessacy increase in the cost of an steel made in 
thi country, this increase in the duty on ferromanl!alles.e seems so un
called for and inconsistent that it should not be allowed to go through. 
I · trust you will find it consistent to do what you can to get the thing 
stra ightened out. 

Very truly, yours, R. P. LA.MONT, President. 

ROGERS", BROWN & Co, 
Cnicago, Ap1'il 2.1, 1!t1!. 

Hon . .TAM:ES R. MA.."iN~ 
House ot Represenfatii;es .. WashingtonT D- a. 

DEAR Sm: We are writin"' to you as our Representative in Congress, 
to ask that yol? use your influence in the matter of whatever duty is 
established for ferromanganese to have it a pecific instead of a.n a.d 
valorem duty. The bill now under consideration in the House pl'Ovides 
for a " 15 per cent ad valo:rem." The Qresent duty is specific, being 
$2.50 peir ton. having been reduced from :i;4 per ton by the tarur act of 
August 5, 1909. · 

A 15 per cent a.d valorem is a very heavy increase over the. existing 
rate, too large, in our opinion, and, as you no doubt know, rests 
lightly on ()Ile and bears heavily on the shoulders of' all &ther steel 
manufacturers. 

The difficulty with the ad valorem doty is the confusion which arises 
from that form of assessment, making it almost impossi'ble for a buyer 
when he places his order to know what the stuff wlll eost him when it ts 
finally deUvered, 11 we are correct in un~rstan:ding that the duty Is 
assessed on the market value at the time ~ the ru:rival of the. material 
in this country or pme of shipment from abroad. 

We respectfully Ul'ge yoll' also to use your influence for maintaining 
the duty on pig iron where it Ls. It has been very heavily red11ced in 
recent tarilf acts and bas now a very low duty. Reeently there have 
been developed in Chtna and India large iron works, bullt by Amer1cap 
engineers on American models for Chinese and Indian o.wnel'shlp., whleh 
are manufacturing pig iron at a very much lower cost than is possible 
at any point in the United States. We understand American-made pig 
iron Ls being supplanted to a considerable extent on the Pactftc coast, 

and· as these institutions grow American mamrtacturers may expect to 
have to Stmrender a:n of that flrade to. foreign-made iron and face the 
possibility of the ea tern sea:boucl being eventually thu invaded. From 
Asia the danger of comp.etition in. future is more serious tha.n anything 
we may expect from Europe. 

. Yo.urs;.. truUr. Rom:n.s, Buo~ & Co. 

PRIMOS, DELAWARE COUNTY, PA. March· 29, 1913. 
Hon... JAMES R. MA~, 

House of Represeti..tative111 Washiingfon, D. 0. 
SIR: We respectfully eaII your attention to the inclosed short supple

mentary brief stating our positions referring to propo ed tariff changes 
asking for tarl1l' for revenue o-nly. 

We: earne1:1tJy reque t your support in this matter. 
RespectfuIIy, yours., 

' PRnros CHE~ICAL Co., 
WALTER" AL STETI, President. 

PRIMOS, DELA w ARE COUNTY, p A..,, March 2!i, 1913. 
Hon. OseAB W. UNDERWOOD, 

Chairman of the Committee on Wa.ys and Mearnr, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. <J. 

Srn : In accordance with the announcement of the Committee on Way~ 
and Means, dated Deceµiber 11, 1912, and in compliance with the sug
gestions contained therm, we beg to S'UlJmit here ith our brief a.n.d to 
outline herein the information desired by the committee. 

Name of company : Primo Chemical Co. 
Location of woTks: Primos, Delaware County, Pa.; Newmire, San 

Miguel County, Colo. ; Lakewood, Boulder County, Colo. (the Primos 
Mining & Milling Co., a. separate corporation). 

Sales offices: Primos. Delaware County, Pa. 
Nature of business: Manufacture of metals and alloys. 
Prindpal metal and alloys manufactured : Tungsten metal, f.erro

tungsten,, molybdenum metal, ferromolybdenum, ferro anadium_ 
Subject: Paragraph 184 of the tariff law of 1909. 

SCHEDULE C. 

In addition to brief submitted .January 8, 1913, we give yon the 
following facts : 

Importations of tungsten ore. 
(1912. Tons of 2,205 pounds. Duty, 10 p:er cent aa valorem.) 

Fir t quarter __ 194. 0 tons, $94, 980; duty, 9, 498. 00=$104., 4-78. 00 
Second quarter__ 137. 0 tons, 67. 272; duty, 6, 721. 20= 73, 999. 20 
Third quarter ___ 218. 8 tons, 104, 814 ~ duty, 10, 481. 40= 115, 295. 40 
Fourth quarter_._ 184. 0 tons, 95, 356; duty, 9, 535. 60= 104, 891. 60 

733.. & tons, 362, 422'; duty, 36, 24.2. 20= 398, 664. 20 
During the year 1912 the two mills of the Primos fining & Milling 

Co., as well as the milfs ot other pToducers o! tungsten ore in the 
United States, had t& shut down for about five months, as it was im
possible to eomp, t~ with foreign ores-, due to the high rate of wages 
paid 'in the mining districts o1 the United States, and the eight-hour 
working day. 

Total ore importations, 806.74 net tons during the year 1912. 
Total p!!oduction of the- Primos Mining & Milling Co., of Colorado, 

largest producer in the United States, for the entire year, 204 tons. 
Importations of tungsten- m.etai and f errotu1 gsteti, 191!. 

(Ton of 2,205 pounds. Duty, 20 per cent ad valorem..) 
· First quar.t&------------- 41.01 tons, $!0,679.00. Duty, $8,135.80 

Second quarter---·------ 39.50 tons, 46,567.00. l>utY. 9,313.40 
Third quarter ____________ 83.30' toos, 98,150.00. Duty, 19,630.00 
Fourth quarter __________ 124.00 tons, 138.476.00. Duty, 27,695.20 

~.81 tons, 323,872.00. Duty, 64,774.'!0=$388,640.4.0 
Per pound, 61..3 cents with duty ; per pound, 5L15 cents without duty ; 

287.81 tons of 2,205 pounds, or 317.31 short t ons o! 2,000 puunds, ol.' 
634,621 pounds_ 

Besic'.es ourselves, there are two other producers of metal whose to-tal 
production altogether is probably not over 50,000 pounds for the entire 
year. Om· production of tungsten metal for 1912 amounted to 625,600 
pound. 

As explained before the various tariff boards, 20 per cent duty on 
tungsten metal or ferrotungsten is not protective, but is now o.n. a 
basis of tariff for re-venue only. 

Wrong elas tilcation : Tungsten metal, ferrotungsten, molybdenum 
metal, ferromolybdennm, and ferrovanadium manufacture is· a cbemieal
metallurgical problem, not a purely smelting proposition. Everything 
used in the manufacture in the nature of chemicals, other- materials, 
and electric power is very much bigber in this country than in Europe, 
and the. wages of labor, skilled chemists, and mechanics employed are 
from two to three times those paid in Germany and other competing 
co-untries on similar products expo.Tted to this country . Tbe ever
increasing· imports nre the best proof that the pre ent duties. of 20- per 
cent on metal and 10 per cent on ore are not sufficlent. A ao. per cent 
duty on metals and alloys would n-0t be prohlbitiv~~ but would be on 
a; basis of tariff for revenue only. The imports wul rem.a~n substan
tially the same as at present and the revenue to the Government will 
be increased without injury to the consumer, the advantage to the pro
ducer arising entirely from the increase. in consumption, because tl1e do
mestie co-nsumer will be able to get his alloys in the United States 
without being dependent upon foreign syndicates, which will be the 
case if the American producer is driven out of business by a lowering 
of the tariff rate. 

We· therefore most earnestly request that the present rates be not 
lowered but raised to the basis of tbe tarifl! for re enue princip le. 

In closing we would earnestly invite the attention of yom: committee 
to the evidence given by our president at the hearings be!ore the Com
mittee on Finance of the United States Senate, Slxty-seeond Conjaress, 
of H. R. 18642 {"Duties on metals and m:uru:factm-es ot meta s ") , 
Fe):n:ua.ry 15, 1.912, and to the brief submitted by ns on January S. 1913. 

Respectfully submitted. 
Panrns CHEJIICAL Co., 
WALTER M. STEIN, President. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro
posed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BuTLEB]. 

:Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, r ask unanimous consent to 
modify my amendment I make the modification upon the ~Sllg-
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gestion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 11-!ANN], because I 
think it is more likely to be adopted. Therefore I ask to modify 
my amendment by moving to strike out, in line 12, the word 
"ferromangane e," it being understood that if this amendment 
prevails I will th·en offer an amendment to put ferromanganese 
on the list at $2.50. I may, however, be saved the trouble of 
offering that amendment. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to modify his amendment by striking out 
in line 12, the word "ferromanganese," with the statement that 
if that amendment prevails he will then offer the amendment 
indicated at the end of the paragraph. 

Mr. MURDOCK. l\Ir. Chairman, reserving the right to o1>ject, 
I should like to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania if we 
shike out the word "ferromanganese" here and then your 
amendment offered later is voted down, what becomes of the 
duty on ferromanganese? 

Mr. BUTLER. It will remain where it is now. 
Mr . .l\fANN. It will go in the basket clause. 
Mr. MURDOCK. What rate does the basket clause carry? 
Mr . .l\fANN. I think it carries the same amount. 
Mr. BUTLER. If it is stricken out and the other amend

ent is not agreed to, then it will go into the basket clause, but 
I have not anticipated that it would be stricken out. I have 
not thought that far ahead. 

Mr. MANN. The probability is that if there are votes enough 
to strike it out here there are votes enough to put it back. 

The CHAIR.l\fAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, as modified. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I send to the desk an amend

ment which I offer. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Mr. MILLER offers the following amendment by way of a new para

graph: 
"104~. Iron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, and the dross or 

residuum from burnt pyrites, 15 cents per ton : Provided, That in levy
ing and collecting the duty on iron ore no deduction shall be made from 
the weight of the ore on account of moisture which may be chemically 
or physically combined therewith." 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, this is not an entirely new 
subject. It has been before this House on two or three dif
ferent occasions during the past four years, and has been voted 
upon. 

r do not expect, Mr. Chairman, that this amendment will be 
adopted, sharing as I do the views of my friend from Pennsyl
vania [Mr. BUTLER] of the impenetrability of the phalanx on 
the other side of the aisle; but I do want the membership of 
this House to know what they are doing when they vote for the 
paragraph just voted upon and when they vote upon this amend
ment which I have just offered. 

Never since this Government was established has it been pro
posed to put iron ore on the free list until about four years ago. 
There haye always been excellent reasons why a duty should be 
placed on iron ore, but there never was a time when those rea
sons were so forceful and so strong as they are to-day. There 
are several iron-ore producing sections of this country. The 
county in which I live produced last year 30,000,000 tons of iron 
ore. The total production in the United States was 49,000,000 
tons. The producing areas may be called the Lake Superior dis
trict, w:hich is the largest; the Tennessee-Alabama district; and 
a small one located in the State of New York. The inqu~.ry 
readily follows, Whence will the competition come? In recent 
years large ore deposits have been found in various parts of the 
world, which affect the iron situation in America. The two 
principal areas from which iron ore will come to America are 
Sweden and Finland and Cuba. The ore from the Sweden
Finland district need not be particularly feared, but that from 
Cuba presents a grave situation. These Cuban iron-ore deposits 
are of very great extent and exceptional accessibility. Those 
iron ores are to-day coming into the United States at 12 cents 
per ton, and those from Sweden are coming in at 15 cents per 
ton, and they have driven the iron ores of this country entirely 
west of the Appalachian range. The extreme low wage scale 
in Cuba and low freight rate to America enable these Cuban 
ores already to drive American ore west of the mountains, and 
soon they will capture Pittsburgh, the great ore "mart of the 
world. Last year there were imported about 2,000,000 tons, 
which paid $300,000 in revenue. This bill proposes to take away 
that $300,000 from the Treasury of the United States and give 
it to the Pennsylvania Steel Co. And what is the Pennsylvania 
Steel Co.? It is the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. 

The Commissioner of Corporations, reporting upon this sub
ject but a few months ago, said that the Pennsylvania Steel 

Co. is controlled by the Pennsylvania Railroad Co., and ha'S 
acquired by purchase the Spanish-American iron ore deposits of 
Cuba. When this bill becomes a law the Penn. ylvania Rail
road Co., together with Charles l\f. Schwab, will be beneficiary 
to the extent of $300,000 annually. Adopt this amendment and 
that $300,000 each year will be put into the pockets of the 
American people and kept from the pockets of the greatest 
railroad company on earth and one of the iron magnates of 
the world. 

In harmony with the paragraph just voted upon I beg to call 
attention to another phase of this paragraph. 

Our good friend _from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER], able as he 
always is, informed us that ferromanganese is in the nature 
of a medicine to go into the production of steel products, and 
would be a tax on the iron and steel manufacturers and not 
increase the price to the consumers. I think he is right. He 
followed by saying that he proposed to increase the tax 350 
per cent for the purpose of making the companies pay more 
into the Treasury. I looked at the figures in the tables sub
mitted by the Ways and Means Committee, and I find that in 
1910 under the Payne bill there was imported into the United 
States $4,000,000 worth of ferromanganese, paying a duty of 
$284,000, and these estimates furnished by his own comlllittee 
tell us they expect to import $550,000 worth of the product each 
year and pay a tax of $82,000. When in time have men been 
a ble to figure to show that it is? This prohibitive duty will cut 
importations from $4,000,000 to $550,000; reduce revenue from 
$284,000 to $82,000 each year. There will thus be taken again 
from Uncle Sam's pocket $200,000 each year, and where will it 
go? We are told the only manufacturer of ferromanganese in the 
United States is the United States Steel Corporation; therefore 
the people of the country have taken from their pockets each 
year $200,000 to increase the profits of the Steel Corporation. 
Free iron ore and a prohibitive duty on ferromangailese com
bined will take from the people's pockets $500,000 each· year 
and no one will be benefited but the manufacturers of iron and 
steel. How any Democrat can profess what they all do and 
vote for such a schedule as this surpasses the imagination 
of man. [Applause on the Republican side .. ] 
• The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, referring first to the last propo
sition which my friend from Minnesota [Mr. Mrr.LEn] has men
tioned, the loss of revenue to the Government, I want to say that 
he is clearly mistaken, us be must see if he examines closely 
into the figures. The imports of ferromanganese last year were 
in the neighborhood of 75,000 tons. Fifteen per cent upon the 
value of that will very largely exceed the present duty on iron 
ore under last year's importations. The duties on iron ore 
amounted to $263,000. The reason the estimates were printed as 
the gentleman has read was doubtless because of the fact that 
the new price in ferromanganese was not taken into considera
tion in writing that estimate, the estimate being based on the 
old price. 

Mr. MILLER. Are the estimates wrong? 
Mr. PALMER. The estimate was based on the former price 

when the Underwood bill was written l&,st year. 
Mr. MILLER. Has the price been changed within a week? 
Mr. PALMER. I have stated the facts. Now to return to 

iron ore. The gentlemen on the other side complain that we 
are punishing the independent steel and iron manufacturers by 
putting manganese at a higher rate and voting against that 
punishment; and then they come forward with a proposition to 
punish the same people, the independent steel and iron manu
facturers, by retaining the duty on iron ore. The great benefit 
growing out of the reduction of this tax on iron ore will go to 
the independent steel and iron manufacturers of the country. 
The United States Steel Corporation owns or controls not only 
all the ore which it uses, but a very large part of· the merchant
able ore which is available for consumption in the United States. 
The independent manufacturer is forced either to g.et upon hi& 
knees and go to the Steel Corporation for ore or find a new 
field in a foreign market, and most of them have endeavored to 
find iron ore abroad. The Bethlehem people, the Pennsylvania 
people, the Cambria people, the manufacturers in the district 
represented by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUTLER], 
have gone into Cuba and into South America after ore. This 
reduction from 12 cents on Cuban ore and 15 cents, ais far as 
South American ore is concerned, will of course make it easier 
for them to compete against the concern which not only owns all 
the ore it uses, as in the case of ferromanganese, but has a 
pretty tight grip on the ore that anybody can use or get. 

My friend from Minnesota [l\Ir. MILLER], of ·course, preaches 
the true Republican doctrine, when he comes here trying to pro
tect the interest which is chiefest in his district, yet four years 

' 
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ago, when the Republican whip cracked over his head, he -voted 
for free iron ore. 

Mr. MILLER. Oh, I beg the gentleman's pardon. I did not. 
1\!r. PALMER. Did not the gentleman vote for the Payne 

bill in the House? 
Mr. MILLER. I did not; I yoted against it. 
Mr. PALMER I thought the gentleman from Tennessee t:Mr. 

.AUSTIN] was the only Republican who Yoted against the Payne 
law in the House, and I think that is right. 

Mr. MILLER. The gentleman can consult the RECORD, and 
he will find that I did not, although I am not particularly proud 
of it. 

Mr. PALMER. Of course, I take the gentleman's statement 
for it. If he did not Yote for the bill, I withdraw my statement; 
fiut all the rest of the Members on that side of the House who 
now propose to vote for this tax on iron ore except the gentle
man from Tennessee [Mr. AusTI.i~ ] four years ago voted with 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] and put iron ore on 
the free list. The gentleman from Tennessee is really in an 
admirable position. Iron ore has been his hobby, and he is 
going to be able to imy when he gets back home to the cross
roads of '.rennessee that he, too, has been upon both sides of this 
proposition. [Laughter.] 

Mr . .AUSTIN. Oh, I beg the gentleman's pardon. I have not 
been on both sides of this proposition. 

l\fr. PALMER. I will convince the gentleman right now that 
he has. 

Mr . .AUSTIN. Very well; proceed. 
l\fr. PALMER. He did vote against the Payne bill in the 

Rouse, but he voted for the conference report that put the 
Payne Jaw on the statute book and reduced the duty on iron 
ore from 4-0 cents a ton to 12 cents, and now he gags at taking 
12 cents more. Then he was willing to take a reduction of 28 
cents a ton for iron ore, and Yoted for it. He can go back and 
tell his people that he would not vote for a reduction on iron 
ore for the benefit of independent manufacturers when it came 
up in a Democratic Hou e, but he can turn the other way and 
tell the manurncturers of his district or his State that when 
the Payne bill came up he did vote for a reduction for them. 

The CHAIRl'iIAN (1\Ir. SAUNDERS). The time of the gentle
man from Pennsylvanta has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania [Mr. PALMER] says that the increase on the duty on fer
romanganese is intended as a re>enue proposition. Yesterday 
we learned from the gentleman from New York [:Mr. HA.RR1soN], 
who was in charge of the chemical schedule bill, that the report 
was not to be considered as reliable. Whenever a controverted 
proposition came up, and we appealecl to the figm·es in the re
port of the committee, the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
HABRISON] said that those figures were not reliable, and now, 
when we meet the metal schedule, the gentleman from Penn
sylvania [M.r. PALhrnR] representing that schedule on the floor, 
says the same thing about it. · 

Mr. PALMER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MANN. I can not in fi>e minutes. 
Mr. PALMER. I will really take only 15 seconds of the 

gentleman's time to correct his statement. 
Mr. M.A.:r-..TN. I did not interrupt the gentleman, but I will 

yield if he will be brief. 
:Mr .. PALMER. All I want to say is this, and the gentleman 

ought to know it: The present price of ferromanganese is $60 a 
ton, and upon that price there will be a large increase. The 
r eason these figures are as the gentleman states is because the 
officials of the department took last year's average price, which 
is very much lower. 

Mr. MANN. Let us see whether that is correct or not. The 
a-rerage price stated in this report for ferromanganese under 
the Wilson tariff was $24 a ton, under the Dingley tariff $32 
n ton, and under the Payne tariff $37 a ton, and last year it 
was 37 a ton. 

Mr. PALMER. That is what I said. 
Mr. MANN. No; that is not what the gentleman said. Re 

said the price had been reduced from $60 to ~37 a ton, when the 
report of the committee shows that all the time $37 is the 
highest rate. 

The report shows that last year ferromanganese was im
ported to the extent of $2,821,000, and that it paid a duty of 
$190,000, and that a proposition to increase the rate for reve
nue purpose8 will import $550,000 worth, less than one-fifth of 
the amount now imported. On that the revenue will be $82,500, 
less than one-half that now paid. Figures ! Every time the 
question comes up the gentleman repudiates the figures in the 
report. 

What is the situation? Ferromanganese is used by all the 
independent steel manufacturers, including those in the West. 

. -

I hn-re several in my district, independent as well as the United 
States Steel Corporation. It is proposed to increase the rate 
on ferromanganese which these independent manufacturers in 
the West and elsewhere must nse and at the same time reduce 
the rate on iron ore,- which is imported from abroad exclusively 
for the use of the steel manufacturers on the .Atlantic coast. 
the. chief one of which is in the district represented by the dis
tinguished gentleman who wrote the metal-schedule bill. 

And if that does not reelect him for life I do not know what 
will. 

l\Ir. P .A.Ll\IER. It will. 
Mr. l\f.A.NN. But that is the situation. Ile said a moment 

ago that he was taking off the tariff for the benefit of the inde
pendent manufacturers of il'on ore and putting it as a reYenue 
measure on ferromanganese. What is the fact? The western 
manufacturers will pay the increased tax on ferromanganese, 
and the reduction which the gentleman makes is exclusi-vely for 
the benefit of the steel manufacture::.·s in that portion of the 
country from which the gentleman himself comes. [.Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

l\Ir. FARR. Mr. Chairman, I do not charge a purpose of 
favoring the great Steel Trust of this country, but I am satis
fied if the Members of this House read the stateil1ents at the 
hearings of the Ways and Means Committee of the great inde
pendent concerns that they will be convinced that there is dis
crimination in favor of the United States Steel Co., the so-called 
Steel Trust, and that there is additional punishment for the 
independents. I will quote from the remarks of the gentleman 
from Pennsyl'rnnia (Mr. PALMER] to proYe the additional pun
ishment. In the discussion of this subject the other day Mr. 
A usTIN, of Tennessee, stated : 

Mr. AUSTIN. I am asking you if the record does not show what I 
have stated, and that the remission or the placing of iron ore on the 
free list benefits the steel corporation in your district to the extent of 
$42,000 a year on impol'.·tation of Swedish iron ore alone, taking that 
amount of money out of the Treasury and turning it over to the Beth
lehem Steel Co.? 

Mr. PALMER. No; that is not an accurate statement. I go as far as 
the truth will permit any man to go when I say that iron ore is im
ported by the Bethlehem Stoel Co. and that we have put iron ore on the 
free list. But iron ore is imported by many other independent steel or 
iron makers of the country besides the Bethlehem Steel Co., and tho 
gentleman knows that. And I will say another thing to the gentleman. 
that the Bethlehem Steel Co. are large producers of the kind of steel 
which takes ferromanganese. and that company will pay a higher tax on 
its ferromangunese by reason of the change in this law than it will save 
by the putting of iron ore on the free list. 

Mr. PALMER. I expect the gentleman is reading that for 
the benefit of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] . 

Mr. MANN. No; he is reading it to ha-re the gentleman repu-
diate it. · 

Mr. FA.RR. On page 1021 of the hearings before the Com
mittee on Ways and Means, the representative of the great 
Republic Iron & Steel Co. said : 

There is only one concern in this countr1 that is a large enough user 
of ferromanganese to avail itself of this privilege, viz, the United States 
Steel Corporation. The amount of ferromanganese used varies from 
25 to 50 pounds per ton of steel. A concern that produces 20,000,000 
tons of steel ingots could operate a blast furnace or two on ferromanga
nese. A concern producing a million tons of steel, as we do, could not 
afford to operate a blast furnace on ferromanganese, because our con
sumption per annum would not be sufficient to feed a furnace. There 
are no two other manufacturers that I know of who are big enough to 
operate a blast furnace for their own supply of ferromanga.nese. 

The great Lackawanna Steel Co., of Buffalo, also objects, as 
do all the independents who appeared before the Ways and 
Means Committee, to this increase in ferrom:mganese, stating it 
is directly for the benefit of the United States Steel Co. The 
gentleman from Pennsyh·ania made the statement upon this 
floor the other day admitting that the United States Steel Co. 
was the only producer of ferromanganese in the country, but he 
said it did not se11 any. Now, I ask the gentleman if he is con
vinced of the truthfulness of that statement to-day? 

Mr. PALMER. That has been my information at all times. 
Mr. FARR. Well, the information is virtually to · the effect 

that the company either by barter or for cash furnishes other 
concerns of this country with ferromanganese, and I desire to 
submit with this aditional tariff on ferromanganese if the 
Steel Trust will not have an additional advantage over great 
independent concerns that are fighting for their livelihood 
to-day. 

l\Ir. BUTLER. Will the gentleman permit me to Eay, does 
not this tend to yery greatly increase the value of ferromanga
nese to the United States Steel Corporation? 

Mr. FARR. Certainly, it does; and the United States Steel 
Co. are the onJy ones in this country who are producing it. 

Mr. BUTLER. It raises the value of it. 
:Mr. FAilR. I submit, not for the purpose of being heard 

in this House, but to suggest to gentlemen on that side, that 
here is one schedule that you have not thoroughly or in any 
way scientifically considered. I do not charge the Ways and 
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Means Committee with the purpose of affording any advand ge 
to the Steel Trust, but it certainly does so in this paragraph. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman yield? · 
Mr. FARR. I do. 
:Mr. 1\IURDOCK. The gentleman says that ferromanganese 

is controlled wholly by the trust. 
l\fr. FARR. By the United States Steel Co., according to the 

word of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [l\fr. PALMER], who 
is sponsor for the metal schedule; he admits the fact and says 
they are the only people in this coµntry who are making it. 

Mr. :MURDOCK. Why does not the gentleman suggest to the 
Democratic Party that the Democratic platform pledges that 
party to put all trust-controlled products on the free list? 

l\fr. FARR. It is a trust-made article on the dutiable list. 
You are going to injure the independents. You are going to 
give them an additional opportunity to crush them. The gen
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] made the assertion on 
the floor the other day that because of the world-wide trust in the 
matter of steel rails there would not be any reduction .in the 
cost of steel rails to the users in this country, notwithstanding 
steel rails in this measure are on the free list. In the state
ment I believe the gentleman is right. The placing of steel 
rails on the free list will be another advantage to the United 
States Steel Co., which, it is believed, is a part· of the world
wide trust, and a further disadvantage to the independents in 
their efforts to compete with the United States Steel Co. 

But there is, to my mind, danger in free importations of steel 
rails. It may be imaginary, but it can be real and exceedingly 
hurtful. The United States Steel Co., it is contended and be
lieved, is a part of the world-wide Steel Trust. The American 
independent manufacturers are not. Wages abroad in steel 
making is half, in many instances Iess than half, what ·is paid 
to workmen in that industry in this country. Suppose we have 
labor troubles in a mill of the United States Steel Co.? Would 
not this world-wide trust, through the mutual ·sympathy that 
goes with it, be a danger factor? Or for any other reason that 
might appeal to this great steel company, what would prevent 
them from shutting up a mill in this country and importing 
their rails from England, Germany, Belgium, or any other 
foreign country where the trust understanding exists? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [l\lr. 
AUSTIN] is recognized. 

Mr. .AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania [l\fr. PALMER] stated that I could go back to the iron 
manufacturers in my district in reference to the duty in the 
Payne bill on pig iron. I will say that he can go to Bethlehem, 
Pa., and tell Mr. Schwab that he can get in his foreign iron ore 
free. Mr. Schwab was in Washington four years ago to obtain 
from a }lepublican Ways and Means Committee free iron ore. 
In one of the New York papers some time ago he said that he 
had made a contract to secure from Sweden 25,000,000 tons o.f 
iron ore. If you reduce the duty on iron ore and put it on 
the free list, and he imports 25,000,000 tons of it from Sweden, 
then you have saved for the man who has always opposed your 
election to Congress more than $4,700,000 of tariff duty. Mr. 
Schwab ought to give our distinguished colleague a gold medal 
and aid in keeping him in Congress as long as b.e lives. 

l\fr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman from Tennessee yield? 
l\fr . .AUSTIN. Yes. . 
Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Schwab testified before the committee 

that the Bethlehem Steel Works, he, and Mr. Carnegie, own all 
the iron ore mines that ha·rn been so far discovered in Cuba. 

Mr . .AUSTIN. Last year we imported from Cuba 1,200,000 
tons of iron ore. Mr. Schwab not only buys iron ore in Cuba, 
where he has purchased large holdings and constructed wharves 
and railroads, but he is a large importer of iron ore from 
Sweden. 

Now, in the United States we pay $2.48 per day to men 
who mine iron. In Cuba they pay $1 a day; Spain, where women 
are employed, pays 50 cents to $1 a day; Sweden, 75 cents to 
$1 a day. In Chile, where Mr. Schwab has recently secured 
large deposits of iron ore, . which it is proposed to in:iport free, 
the labor cost is from 50 cents to $1 a day. 

Now, the gentleman speaks about the United States Steel Cor
poration controlling all the iron ore in this country. There are 
nine iron furnaces in eastern Tennessee that are not controlled 
by the United States Steel Corporation, that own their own ore 
lands, and they are shipping their pig iron to Pennsylvania · 
and in the hearings before the Ways and Means Committee Mr: 
PALMER learned for the first time that southern furnaces were 
selling from 15,000 to 20,000 tons of pig iron per month on . the 
Delaware River. I oppose free iron ore because it is a strike 
at the great pig-iron industry of the South, now producing over 
3,000,000 tons per annum. The South is compelled to sell its out-

put not in the South but in the Mississippi Valley and along the 
Atlantic coast and in the New England cities as far up as Bos
ton, and if you give this advantage-free iron ore-to the Penn
sylvania · Steel Co., which owns also the Maryland Steel Co. 
and the Bethlehem Steel Co., you will have robbed the southern 
iron furnaces of the difference in the cost of laying down pig 
iron in the East in competition with the companies who own 
the iron-ore lands in Cuba and which are importing iron ore 
from Spain and Sweden. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for a sug
gestion? 

Mr . .AUSTIN. Yes. 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 

[Mr. PALMER] said, as I understood him, that the Steel Trust 
c-0ntrolled practically all the iron-ore bodies in thi.s country. 
The Republic Co., which is the principal independent -company 
of this country, has 21 mines alone. 

Mr . .AUSTIN. I want to say, in reference to that, that if his 
statement was true tl;lat the United States Steel Corporation 
owned all the iron-ore lands in this country; would it not be for 
the benefit of the .American wage earner in this country to buy 
all of that ore, to mine it in this country, and keep the money 
l.tere, keep our men in the iron-ore mines of .Alabama, New York, 
Michigan, Tennessee, and Minnesota employed, rather than to 
give employment to foreigners who work in the mines of Cuba, 
Spain, and Sweden? 
· What else do we do? According to the official records, we 
take out of the Treasury now about $300,000 in revenue and 
present that to the two great steel corporations, the Bethlehem 
Steel Co. and the Pennsylvania Steel Co. We present that ta 
them, and as the result of it they will save from 30 to 45 cents 
a ton on the manufacture of pig iron, and with that advantage 
they will injure the . sale of southern pig iron that is ,now 
shipped to the East on a freight charge of $4.20 a ton. 

The OH.AIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 
has expired. The gentleman from Ala.bama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] 
is recognized. 

Mr. lTh~ERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with in
terest to the eloquent appeal of my friend from Tennessee [Mr. 
AUSTIN] for my constituents, because they are more involved in 
this question than are the gentleman's constituents. We have in 
the district I have the honor to represent a very much larger sup
ply of iron ore than has the district represented by the gentleman 
from Tennessee, and probably the largest supply next to that of 
the district represented by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
MILLER] who has spoken. On the other hand, we buy our ferro
manganese. 

Now, as a practical question, the appeal of the gentleman 
from Tennessee to keep this tax on iron ore is just exactly the 
same appeal that the cih·us fruit men of California made to 
yqur. side of the House four years ago-to raise the price on 
lemons in order to equalize freight rates to the eastern sea
board. That is all your argument means. You want us to keep 
a tax on iron ore in order that we may progress a little further 
into somebody else's territory and take care of freight rates. 

Now, as a practical question it is not 30 or 45 cents a ton 
difference. Most of this iron ore comes from Cuba, and under 
the treaty the rate is 12 cents per ton from Cuba, which 
makes the rate on that iron ore used in a ton of pig iron about 
24 cents, so that the actual benefit they get is 24 cents a ton; 
no more and no less. 

Mr. AUSTIN. It is greater on Swedish ore and Spanish ore. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Very little Swedish ore comes in. There 

was formerly some Spanish ore that came in. 
What is the practical question on this iron ore? Before the 

Payne bill was passed the duty on iron ore was 45 cents a 
ton. That duty was reduced under that bill to 15 cents a ton, 
and as it comes from Cuba it means 12 cents a ton. Now, 
up to the time the Payne bill became a law-which niy friend 
voted for when the conference report came here-the producer 
of iron ore in the district of the gentleman from Minnesota 
and in the Wisconsin districts penetrated to the eastern sea
froard. None now penetrates to the eastern seaboard. It came 
there undei· the 45 per cent duty. But when you reduced the 
tax to 12 cents from Cuba, then the freight rate intervened, and 
it was cheaper for the men on the eastern seaboard to buy it 
from Cuba than to buy it from Minnesota ; and. as the gentle
man from Minnesota [Mr. 1'1ILLER] said, you drew the line as 
to how far east the western ores could come at the Allegheny 
Mountains. Now, if you take off this 12 cents duty. the freight 
rate with the 12 per cent off will stop the iron ore at the Alie

. gheny Mountains. 
Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, will. the gentleman yield 'l 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? · 
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l\fr. UNDERWOOD. I can not yield. I have only five min
utes, and I want to finish. You are going to stop it there any
how. The line of demarcation will be there under this bill, 
at the Allegheny Range, with free ore, just as it is to-day under 
the Payne bill with 15" cents on ore. 

But there is another reason why this ore should be placed 
on the free list, and it is not going to affect the production in 
the gentleman's district. It is this: We have greatly reduced 
the tax on pig iron. The competitive point on pig iron is the 
eastern seaboard, where water transportation brings the foreign 
iron into competition with the domestic iron. There is no dan
ger of competition with the furnaces of the gentleman's district, 
or of mine, or with the furnaces west of the Allegheny Moun
tains, because the $2.50 freight rate on pig iron shuts out the 
foreign product. The real point of competition is at the water 
front, and we have reduced the rate on pig iron. We have 
brought them down to a competitive rate, and whether it is 
your constituents or mine, representing all the people of the 
United States it is nothing but right that we should do justice 
to these blast-iron furnaces on the seaboard. and inasmuch as 
we have cut their rate to a competitive point, we should give 
them an open door so that they might have freer ore for their 
own territory. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, just a word. 
Mr. AUSTIN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 

question? 
Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. 
l\fr. AUSTIN. Did it not come out in the testimony that the 

Alabama furnaces sold from 15,000 tons to 20,000 tons of pig 
iron in Pennsylvania, on the Delaware River, and that their 
sales extended to New Jersey, Delaware, New England, New 
York City, Brooklyn, northern New Jersey, and Newark? 

Mr. FORD NEY. That is my recollection; but I am npt posi
tive about the figures. But the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
VNDE&wooD] now states that because of their lowering the duty 
on pig iron and putting iron ore upon the free list they have 
brought the products of this country on a comP,etitive basis 
with foreign competitive products. 

It will be remembered by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UNDERWOOD] that l\Ir. Gary, president of the United States Steel 
Corporation, testified before the Ways and Means Committee 
four years ago. When the question was put to him, " Can you 
produce pig iron and continue to manufacture steel in this coun
try under free trade? " his answer was in the affirma.ti ve. He 
said, " There are some gentlemen in this room who will bear out 
my statement that by putting iron ore, pig iron, and steel on the 
free list you will drive out of existence the independent steel 
manufacturers in this country. Why? Because the United 
States Steel Corporation; that produces 44 per cent of all the 
steel produced in this country, can live under free trade when 
the independents must go out of business." The chairman of 
the Ways and Means Conimittee asked why that was. He asked, 
"Is your machinery more modern or more efficient? Have you 
greater experts in the manufacture of steel than have the inde
pendents?" Mr. Gary replied that the independent manufac
turers of steel in this country purchased their pig iron from the 
United States Steel Corporation, and that there was no other 
pig iron produced in this country for them· to purchase, and that 
the United States Steel Corporation made a profit of $2 per 
ton on that pig iron when selling it to the independent manu
facturers, and that if worst came to worst that $2 pe,r ton on 
their pig iron would be a profit to the Steel Corporation and 
the independents would be compel.led to go out of business. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] corrects me when 
J: say that Mr. Schwab testified that the Bethlehem Steel Co. 
owned all the iron mines in Cuba. He states that practically 
all the iron mines in Cuba were owned by them, as stated by 
Mr. Schwab. I accept the correction, but it is my recollection 
that Mr. Schwab said that the Bethlehem Steel Co., or he and 
Mr. Carnegie, owned all the iron mines in Cuba that had been 
discovered that were valuable, and that the iron ore produced 
in Cuba was much superior to the iron ore produced in this 
country in one certain respect-for the manufacture of open
hearth steel. To the iron ore mined in this country a certain 
amount of nickel must be added in the steel, but the ore from 
Cuba contains a sufficient amount of nickel, so that it is un
necessary that in the production of open-hearth steel made from 
Cuban ore any nickel be added. 

But there is another disadvantage to the Cuban ore-that it 
contains a greater amount · of moisture than the ore of the 
United States-but Mr. Schwab said he thought that in the 
near future some method of extracting that moisture econom
ically would be discovered, and that in the near future Cuban 
ore would be much more valuable to the manufacturer of lron 
than the ore ot this country. Therefore, gentlemen, in placing 

iron ore on the free list and bringing the manufacturer of pig 
iron in this country on a competitive basis with the foreigner 
there is no question in my mind that, without any intention of 
being unfair, you have erred in your judgment and you have 
thrown all the benefits to be derived to one concern in the 
United States-the United States Steel Corporation. 

Mr. PAYJ\TE. l\fr. Chairman--
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask that at the end of 

five minutes the debate on this paragraph and amendments may 
be closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani
mous consent that at the end of five minutes the debate on this 
paragraph and amendments shall be considered concluded. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. MOORE. I desire to offer an amendment. 
Mr. AUSTIN. I desire to offer an amendment. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will withdraw the request at this 

time. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I did not expect to take any 

part in the debate on this subject. I did not think the House 
would want to hear from the stand-stiller who cut the duty on 
pig iron from $4 to $2.50 a ton and made as big a cut as this 
committee have made, because they have only cut in two the 
duty of $2.50, according to the equivalent ad valorem. 

I did report a bill putting iron ore on the free list. What 
was the condition? The United States Steel Corporation had 
tried to get all the iron ore in sight up in Minnesota. They 
had made their contracts with Mr. Hill, which covered all his 
holdings and the interests with which he was allied up there, 
at a rate for the iron ore that was progressive and would have 
increased the price from year to year if it had not been inter
fered with, so that perhaps it would have satisfied my friend 
from Tennessee [Mr. AUSTIN] on the iron ore there and my 
friend from Minnesota [Mr. MILLER] on the iron ore up in that 
State. I thought that if we put iron ore on the free list it 
would help break up that little arrangement. 

Although I have never made any progress, according to the 
ideas of some gentlemen, I did more to break up that monopoly 
on the part of the United States Steel Co. than appears any
where in this bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I want to suggest to the gentleman from 
New York that since that time the Hill leases have been can
celed. 

l\fr. PAYNE. I was just about to say that they had been 
canceled; and why? Because of free iron ore, or iron ore at 12 
cents a ton, which is pretty nearly free. They had to cancel 
the leases; they had to get out of it. They did not have a 
monopoly of sending the iron ore east of the Allegheny Moun
tains. It so happened that most of the independent manufac
turers of iron and steel were east of the Alleghenies. While 
some of them were large concerns some were small, and they 
were making nearly 60 per cent of the production. 

I acknowledge freely that I wanted to encourage them, or at 
least I did not want to turn or keep back the whole thing into 
the hands of the United States Steel Co. and leave these 
people at their mercy. I made what investigation I could, and I 
became satisfied that free iron ore would not hurt any iron 
mines in the United States except possibly those in the State 
of New York. I examined into that question . pretty closely, 
because these were large interests, employing a good many 
people and turning out a good deal of ore. I became satisfied 
that they could stand free iron ore without injury to their 
business, largely because they had to have other ore to mingle 
with theirs in order to manufacture pig iron, and the only place 
they could get it from was the western mines, or else from 
Cuba or Nova Scotia. 

The gentleman from Michigan misunderstood my reply a few 
minutes ago. I told him that while Charles M. Schwab said 
that he had an option or agreement, or had purchased a large 
quantity of ore in Cuba, that he did not claim that he had all 
of it. It was then undeveloped, and he frankly stated that he 
thought it was going to be a success. He did speak of moisture, 
but thought he could overcome that. Nobody that has come in 
contact with Mr. Schwab, who seems to make a very fair state
ment, and I think the gentleman from Pennsylvania will agree 
with me-I say nobody will deny that he has an engaging per
sonality, and he certainly knows as much about the iron and 
steel industry as any man I ever met. 

Mr. PALMER. He has engaged me in an interesting conflict 
several times. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state in the interest 
of accuracy that the United States Steel Corporation not only 
does not control all the iron ore in this country, but it does not 
control an~ing like one-half of the known deposits of iron ore 
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in this country. In the entire history of the business it never 
has controlled one-half. 

I want to say further that the only known deposits of iron 
ore that can be imported into this country are controlled by the 
Pennsylvania Steel Co. and the companies controlled by Charles 
l\I. Schwab ti.t Bethlehem. Four years ago the tariff on iron ore 
was reduced, as has been stated, from 40 cents a ton to 15 cents a 
ton. I then stated that that meant simply taking 25 cents a ton out 
of the Treasury· of the United States and making a present of it 
to Charles l\I. Schwab and the Pennsylvania Steel Co., and that 
certainly was the effect. In six months after the till was passed 
iron ore advanced 50 cents a ton in price. You can readily see 
that the effect of it was to take 25 cents from the United States 
Treasury and make a present to Charles .M. Schwab and the 
Pennsylrnnia Steel Co., for they were the only people that im
ported iron ore into the country. 

Now, following the suggestion of the gentleman from Tennes
see, I say to you, and I think I know something about this busi
ness, that if you take the duty off iron ore, now 12 cents a ton 
from Cuba, it will not affect the price of pig iron to the con
sumer, it will not affect the price of anything in the country, but 
the only effect will be to take 12 cents a ton otherwise paid 
into the United States Treasury and make a present of it to 
Charles M. Schwab and the Pennsylvania Steel Co. 

Mr. HUl\IPHREY of Washington. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HAYES. Yes. 
l\Ir. HUMPHREY of Washington. I was told only yesterday 

that the Bethlehem Steel Co. was now building and had nearly 
completed a fleet of vessels to run between here and South 
America for the purpose of carrying iron ore as soon as the 
Panama Canal was opened. 

l\fr. HAYES. That is true. 
Mr. AUSTIN. And they have bought large holdings in Chile. 
Mr. HAYES. 1\fr. Chairman, I am not sure whether or not 

it has been mentioned in this discussion, but I want to say 
further that the Steel Corporation has been favored in another 
matter in this bill, and that is the taking off the tariff on 
manganiferous ore. That is the only corporation in this coun
try that imports manganiferous ore, so they have not only an 
advantage in the increase in the rate on ferromanganese, but 
they have the advantage of receiving the~r manganiferous ore 
into thi~ country free of duty, and they ar·e the only ones that 
can use it under the present conditions. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, there are some 
facts connected with the production of iron ore in our State of 
which I do not think the Committee on Ways and Means has 
been fully informed. The United States Steel Corporation by 
no means controls the major portion of the iron ore produced 
in our State. Since the Hill leases have been dissolved, and 
M1·. Hill and his companies will take charge of their holdings 
next year, they may from their large holdings produce as much 
as the total production of the Steel Corporation itself. In addi
tion, there are quite a number of mines owned by independents, 
which produce almost as large a proportion as either of those 
two holdings already mentioned. Further, there have been 
discoveries of a new and vast range known as the Cayuna Range, 
west of the Mesabi Range, which promises to be as large a pro· 
ducer as any of those holdings that have yielded so much in the 
past. In the new range and in the Mesabi Range the State of 
Minnesota itself, in its public capacity, owns and controls a 
very large part of the production by its school and public land 
lea es, . and by its public policy, as declared by its legisla
ture and its governor, the State is doing its best to protect the 
independent. producers and the independent steel companies, to 
prevent monopoly and any possibility for oppressing any of our 
people, so tha~ the United States Steel Co. by no means 
has the control of these products of our State. The independ
ents in the future will have even a better opportunity to obtaiu 
whatever supplies may be necessary there by means of these 
policies and these new discoveries. One fact still further should 
be known by the Committee on Ways and Means. Quite a num
ber of times during the past few years, at various large meet
ings of the commercial associations and of waterway associa
tions, it has been stated that when the Erie Canal shall be 
finished this iron ore can be landed from Minnesota, Wisconsin. 
and l\:1ichigan ranges into Buffalo, there transferred to 1,200-ton 
canal barges, and taken thence through the canal and connecting 
waterways to the furnaces along the Atlanti,c coast almost as 
cheaply as can be done from importation. The advantage that 
the small tariff on this ore would mean right now would be in 
the development of these new and independent ranges in Min
nesota, together with the proposed development of the new 
waterway and cheap transportation system from these ranges 
to the Atlantic coast. The problem of the new range in Minne
sota is twofold-first, to separate the ore from the foreign 
matter, which must be done by means of large water supplies, 

which ar·e at hand in northern Minnesota, and, second, to dry j' 
the 01·e after the foreign matter has ·been washed out of it. 
Those processes are being developed and will be developed; but /' 
it takes a great deal of experimentation and a very great deal 
of money to do this work, and if you discourage that now, ,/ 
while the new processes of mining and preparing and new 
methods of transportation are being developed, you will dis
courage the development of the iron mining, preparation, trans
portation, and you will help the large holdings of the steel 
company and discourage the independent producers and the in
dependent competitors of the Steel ·eorporation. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. FESS rose. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate 

on this paragraph and all amendments thereto be elosed in 5 
minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. MOORE. l\lr. Chairman, I ha-rn an amendment which I 

desire to offer. ,, 
l\!r. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I overlooked the gentle

man from Pennsylvania, and I therefore ask unanimous con
sent tliat debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto 
be closed in 10 minutes. 

l\Ir. MOORE. I do not want more than 2 or 3 minutes unon 
this amendment. -

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment I desire 
to offer. 

Mr. UJ\TDERWOOD. Is it about this ore paragraph? 
Mr. -AUSTIN. It is to the pig-iron paragraph under con

sideration. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1\Ir. Chairman, I do not want to cut out 

any gentlemen who want to speak to the bilL I understand the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FEss] desires to address the com
mittee. I ask unanimous consent that the time be extended to· 
15 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN._ The gentleman from AJabruna asks unani
mous consent that debate on this paragraph and all amendments 
thereto close in 15 minutes. 

Mr. MOORE. Reserving the right to object, there are two 
or three amendments, and it will be a question how we may 
di vi de the time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. In 15 minutes with three gentlemen 
desiring time, each one would have 5 minutes. I have with
drawn my motion, so that each one of the gentlemen could have 
5 minutes. 

l\Ir. MOORE. I have no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is ·there objection? 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
l\Ir. FESS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, I think there has been too much crimination 

and recrimination against men who rise to speak on this meas
ure as being prejudiced in the interest of the productions in 
their own districts. I feel a little somewhat like John C. Cal
houn, who once said that simply because I believe in a principle 
that favors my own section· that does not mean I am opposed 
to that principle when applied to another section; and I think 
that the leader of the maj_ority here upon this particular phase 
has exemplified this fact with reference to the duty on ore. I 
would not charge the gentleman from PennsylvaBia [Mr. 
PALMER] with favoring this particular increase of 35 per cent 
duty on manganese because he comes from the section possess
ing United States steel industries. I do not think that statement 
is quite fair; and I am objecting to the charge of selfishness 
or sectional interest if I rise to speak in the interest of any 
particular commodity which happens to be produced in my 
district that I shall be open to the imputation that my views 
are colored by my interest in that commodity. That is unfair. 
This is a lar·ger principle than that. I want to raise this one . 
question here, however, in reference to the point uuder dis
cussion. President Wilson said that one of the problems before 
the public was to give equal opportunity to everybody in the 
rivalry of life. The Democratic Party professes to believe in 
equalizing opportunities, as I understand it from their plat
form .and their various utterances upon this fioor and in the 
press, and it seems that the Democratic PaI·ty has been in 
opposition to the large concentration of power, if we can rely 
upon their statements. That seems to be one of the problems 
for our solution to-day. 

This is the question I want to raise: Does not ·this par·ti.cular 
phase of this bill which increases the duty on manganese 350 
per cent favor the United States Steel Corporation as agarnst 
the independent producer? Is not that in direct conflict with 
the oft-repeated statement of the Democrati~ leadership and 
Democratic Party and its following? I think it is. What is 
the United States Steel Corporation? It is the largest corpora
tion, perhaps, ill the world to-day, with a capitaliz.ation of 
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$1,437,000,000, with units numbering up to. 200, and with ~n Mr. UNDERWOOD. If there was a misunderstanding on the 
ownershlp in the ores of the country,, accordmg to th.e Commis- gentleman's part as to the previous paragraph, he can send up 
sioner of Corporations, that amounts to from 500,000,000 to his amendment and let it be voted on. 
700 000 000 tons in their own title; possessing more than a The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman can 
tho~s~d miles of railroads in their own •ownership. This cor- proceed. 
poration owns more than 100 lake vessels carrying ore upon the Mr. MOORE. There is a pending amendment, and I wish to 
Lakes. It owns 50,000 acres of the best grade off coal .that is offer an amendment. 
found to-day in this country. This tremendous corporation has The CHAIIll\fAl'\I'. The gentleman can send it to the desk and 
·an annual capacity of 9,000,000 tons of steel. It c~ rthus save the Chair will put it. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
the expense of many of these various items that the mdependent The Clerk read as follows: 
producer must pay for. The independent produc~r pays for.the Page 27, line 12, after the word "remanufactw·ed," st;rike out the 
coal because ht> must seek it in the mine, while the Umted word "ferromanganese"; and at the end ~of line 16, same· page, strike 
States Steel Corporation owns its: mines which supply its needs. out the period and insert a semicolon ; and insert also the following: 
The independent producer pays fo~ the ore whi~h he do.es not "Ferromanganese, 2.50 per ton." 
po sess, although many producers do otyn ore mmes, w~ile the Mr: MOORE. Now, Mr. Chairman--
United States Steel Corporation draws its supply from its own Mr. AUSTIN. May I offer my a!Dendment7 
mines, with a capacity of hundreds of millions of. tons .. The l\fr. MOORE. The line was so tight!Y drawn in the discussion 
United Statf's Steel Corporation J.oes not feel the high raµ.road over ferromanganese between those of us on this side of the 
rates-.. because it owns 1,000 mile~ of railroads. It sayes upon House who believe this ad valorem rate to be excessive and in 
the rail transportation, also upon the lake transportation, both the interests of the great U!J,ited States Steel Corporation and 
of which are important items in the estimates of costs. the other side of the House-, which seems to believe that it was 

l\fr. STANLEY. Will the gentleman yield? acting in the interests of the consumers of the land, that I call 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? for a vote on the amendment, which squarely states the issue. 
l\!r. ll'ESS . . I will. The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
l\Ir. STANL.EY. What independents does the gentleman re!er gentleman from Pennsylvania [.1\Ir. MooRE]. 

to when he says they own no ore and no transportation The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
facilities 7 noes seemed to have it. Mr. FESS. I would answer the gentleman that I do not mean 
that no independent corporation owns any ore. .'J?here are many Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a division. 
independent corporations that do not ?wn th~1r ?WD. ore. I The committee divided; and there were-ayes 38, noes 60. 
have an independent steel manufacturer m my district who ~oes So the amendment was rejected. 
not own any ore, and there are hundreds of others. T~e UnJted The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 
States Steel Corporation produces 47 per cent, accorili?g to the the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. AUSTIN]. 
Commissioner of Corporations, of the steel products,_ which leaves The Clerk read as follows: 
53 per cent that is produced by the independent mills. It must In line 9, page 27, strike out "8 per cent ad valorem" and insert 
appear at once how difficult it will be for the small producer to " $2.50 per ton." 
compete with this enormous corporation, with its numerous Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment I offer pro-
advantages. poses to retain the present duty on pig iron-$2.50 per ton. As 

Mr. Chairman, we are informed by the gentleman from Penn- I understand the new duty on pig iron, it will place a duty of 80 
sylvania [Mr. PALMER] that there is no fer~omanganese produced cents to $1.25 . per ton on it, the amount depending upon the 
in thls country except that which the Umte~ States Steel 9<>r- market value. The estimate of the Committee on Ways and 
poration ·produces for Jts own use. That bemg th~ case, ~mce Means on importations of pig iron;. the first year under this bill 
the corporation chooses to produce it rather t~an 1.mport it at is $1,500,000, and the importations under the present law last 
a rate of $2.50, the rate fixed by the Payne tariff bill, how can year were $384,000, making a total increase in the importations 
the small producer afford to pay $8 duty, as propo~ed ~Y your of pig iron made abroad of $1,115,000 per annum under the new 
bill? Since the independent mill can not purchase it from the bill. I believe the weight of testimony b~fore the Ways and 
United States Steel Corporation, as we are informed the latter Means Committee at the hearings developed the· fact that ~.J.e 
does not produce it for sale, ~t ~ill b~ compe?ed to pay $8 d~ty amount or · cost of labor in the production of a ton of pig iron 
if this 'bill .becomes law, while its mighty rival can supply its was 80 per cent. Eighty per cent of the amount would show 
own mills. Is this not a discrimination in favor of the tru~t7 the wages involved in the increased importations would be 
What about the equal opportunit:v in_the world of production $892,000 per annum, or during four years under the operation 
about which we hear so much these d~ys?. of the Underwood bill the amount of wao-es would be $3,578,-
• The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's _time is up: . 000.43. In other words, we are going to take from the wage 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary m~mry. I Ile- earners of this country who are engaged in the manufacture of 
sire to offer an amendment to paragrapl::. 104, whlch I under- pig iron $3,578,000, and give that money to the wage earners 
stand we have not passed. . in the iron furnaces of England, Germany, Scotland, and 

l\fr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last China. They are making pig iron in China from $7 to $8 per 
two words. ton. The transportation charges across the Pacific Ocean are 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will st.ate to the geD:tleman fro~ $2.50 per ton. 
Kentucky that there is an understandmg under ~hich de~a~e is We heard a speech on the floor of the House from the gentle
to close at the end of 15 minutes and that. time is to be -divided man from Mississippi [Mr. SrssoN] in reference to the pending 
between three gentlemen indicated who desire to be heard. That Japanese question in the State of California. We voted during 
is included in the motion of the gentleman from .Alabama, and the last session of Congress for the restriction of undesirable 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania is 0 1?-e of those _gent:iemen. foreign immigration, and came withi,n 6 or 8 votes of a two-

Mr MOORE. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary mqmry. thirds vote of passing the measure over the unwise veto of 
Th~ CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. President Taft. The argument was that we should protect the 
Mr. MOORE. I want to offer an. am~dment at ~e en~ of American wage earner from the importation of cheap foreign 

parao-raph · 104, whlch I understand IS still under consider~tion. labor into this country. We proposed by the adoption of thls new 
M; UNDERWOOD. No, Mr. Chairman; I make the pomt of rate on pig iron not to protect the American wage earner 

order that the paragraph is passed. The paragraph that w~ are in iron furnaces, but to transfer employment from our iron ore 
considering is the paragraph that the gentleman from Minne- mines and our big independent iron furnaces in Alabama, Ten. 
sota offered as an independent s~ction. . nessee and in the North, and give that work to their competi-

1\Ir. MOORE. My understan~ng was clear. I was watchu:~g , tors i~ foreign lands. Now, I stated, in the discussion of this 
the situation. My understanding was that the gentleman s metal chedule a year ago, that since the importation of pig 
motion was an amendment to that paragraph. iron from China under the reduction of the tariff duty on pig 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. iron the Birmingham furnaces had virtually been driven out of 
MILLER] offers an amendment as a new paragraph, No. 104!, the Pacific coast market. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
and that is the pending paragraph, and paragraph 104 has been UNDERWOOD] said: . 

passed. th t• 1. 'ted . the debate anyho ? I will say to my friend, Mr. AUSTIN, that they never did-namely, 
.Mr. l\f.ANN. Is not e ime Ifill on • w that the Birmingham mills never did sell any pig iron on the Pacific Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. . coast. · 
Mr. MANN. Then the gentleman ought not to obJect to the 

offering of an amendment. Now, I know that the gentleman from Alabama did not intend 
Mr. l\IOORE. I have no desire to speak to the amend'ment of to make a misstatement. He evidently forgot the facts, because 

the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MILLER]. Will the gentle- I hold in my hand a letter from the vice president of the 
man ask una.uimous consent to return 7 Sloss-Sheflleld· Steel & Iron Co., of Birmingham, Ala., in which 
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he states that even under the present law they sold 11,880 tons 
on the Pacific coast, and that under the operations of the Ding
ley bill they sold 25,000 tons there. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman will allow me, it costs 
them $10.50 a ton. If that is so, I never heard of it; it is 
an exceptional case. It costs $10.50 to carry a ton from Bir
mingham to the Pacific coast It costs the English manu
facturer $5. 

Now, if they can pay a differential freight rate of $5.50. from 
Birmingham to the Pacific coast, in the Lord's name, what 
do they want with a tariff rate to protect them on the Atlantic 
seaboard? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Here is a letter from the vice president of the 
Sloss-Sheffield Steel & Iron Co., showing that they did sell on 
the Pacific coast. On the completion of the Panama Canal I 
say Birmingham and Tennessee will be able to ship pig iron to 
the Pacific coast at less than $10 per ton-perhaps $2.50 per 
ton-and will be able successfully to meet the Chinese and Eng
lish pig iron, provided we can retain the present duty on pig iron. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 
has expired. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [l\fr. BUTLER]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on agreeing to the 

amendment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
MILLER]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
105. A11 iron in slabs, blooms, loops, or other forms less finished than 

iron in bars, and more advanced than pig iron, except castings ; muck 
bars, bar iron, square iron, rolled or hammered, round iron, in coils or 
rods, bars or shapes of rolled or hammered iron not specially provided 
for in this section, 8 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, this provision, with refer
ence to the effort to increase the tax on slabs, structural forms, 
and pig iron, is utterly indefensible. . 

In the first place, there is no menace from Chinese or 
Japanese pig iron. The furnaces that are now erected in 
China are, the largest of them, under the supervision of an 
American engineer, the greatest engineer on the globe to-day, 
Julian Kennedy, who appeared here as a Republican and was 
for a long time in charge of the works of the Carnegie Steel Co. 
He stated that from his actual knowledge it costs as much to 
produce a ton of pig iron in China as it costs in the United 
States, and he had made pig iron in both countries. 

It is universally conceded that a ton of pig iron can be made 
at Birmingham, Ala., $4 cheaper than anywhere else in the 
United States, and Judge Gary and Charlie Schwab and the 
whole outfit of them admit that we can produce pig iron in 
the United States cheaper than anywhere else on the habitable 
globe. 

There is an equal amount of nonsense in this hue and cry 
about producing pig iron with American labor. There is no 
more American labor used in the production of pig iron in 
Pittsburgh than is used in -Hongkong. I know, too, that the 
pig iron made in India and the pig iron made in China is made 
under the supervision of American overseers and American 
skilled workmen, and the pig iron made in the United States is 
made under the supervision of Americans, making identically 
the same labor as when made abroad. Over 50 per cent of 
the men employed in the blast furnaces in Pittsburgh can not 
speak the English language. Eighty per cent are foreign born. 
Not one-tenth of the unskilled labor used in the manufacture of 
pig iron to-day in Pittsburgh and at Gary but what are either 
foreign born or of alien parentage. Sixty per cent and over of 
the miners at the Mesabi Range, digging this ore, are foreign 
born, and nine-tenths of them do not stay in this counh·y more 
than 10 years, according to the reports of your Commissioner of 
Labor. . 

It is a question of foreign labor both here and there, either 
way. The work about the .pig-iron furnaces is simple but 
onerous. Those men are worked from 12 to 20 hours a day and 
seven days in the week. That labor is the poorest-paid skilled 
labor to-day in the United States, and the Dago and the 
Montenegrin and the Bohunk and the Syrian have long since 
not only driven out the American laborer but driven out the 
German and the Scandinavian and the Welshman and the 
Englishman. · 
, The only profit that is made by the so-called independents 
or by the United States Steel Corporation from the manufacture 
of pig iron is made by the men who own the furnaces and the 
inen who manipulate the bonds. 
, You talk about the independents having to buy their ore. 
Where are any independents ~aking pig iron? The United 

__ L-52 

States Steel Corporation makes 2,000,000 less tons of pig iron 
than tons of steel, although it takes 11 tons of pig iron to make 
10 tons of steel. 

The Lackawanna Steel Co., the Bethlehem Steel Co., the 
Cambria Steel Co.-all these great steel companies in the East
own their own ships and boats, and they own their own deposits 
of ore. In Birmingham, Ala., they not only work foreign labor, 
but they work slave labor. They work convicts in the mines
that is, of the Steel Corporation. 

Mr. U:~TDERWOOD. The gentleman is mistaken. There is no 
convict labor worked at any furnaces or ore mines. 

Mr. STANLEY. They work them in the coal mines. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. There is some convict labor worked in 

some of the coal mines, but I think practically now all those 
coal mines are independent mines. 

Mr. STANLEY. I will say for the independent companies ill 
Birmingham that they do not do that, but I have it from the 
sworn testimony of men who know that until very recently the 
Steel Corporation sent runners out to the police courts to get 
boys that were arrested for playing cards on public convey
ances or taking a drink of whisky or some other misdemeanor, 
to get the fellows who were confined in the jails and f.rom the 
police courts to put them in these mines. 

Mr. BAR'.rLET'l'. May I interrupt the gentleman? 
Mr. STANLEY. Certainly, 
Mr. BARTLETT. I think the gentleman's memory with 

reference to the testimony before the committee is mixed with 
what somebody said they would testify to, because I cross
examined the witnesses before the committee with reference 
to the particular matter referred to in Birmingham, and the 
witnesses did not bear out the statements that had been made 
to the chairman before they came before that committee. 

Ml\ STANLEY. I will put statements in the RECORD made by 
Mr. Harrison, of the Sage Foundation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 
has expired. 

l\Ir. STAJ\TLEY. I ask unanimous consent for one minute. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I nill yield to the gentleman a minute 

from my time. 
Mr. ST.A.1'-i""LEY. I do not wish to do anybody an injustice. 

What I wish to state is that this idea that there is American 
labor in the coal mines or in the iron mines or about the blast 
furnaces of the Steel Corporation, whether in Birmingham, in 
Pittsburgh, or anywhere else, is all moonshine. There is no 
American labor there except the s1.."illed labor. 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. I do not desire to contradict the gen
tleman, but I must do justice to my own constituency. I do 
not know where the gentleman got his information, but it is ab
solutely unwarranted by facts. There never has been any con
vict labor in any blast furnaces in Alabama. 

Mr. STANLEY. If I used the words " blast furnaces," it 
was an error. I referred to the coal mines. 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. There never was any convict labor em
ployed in the iron mines. There was a time when the Tennes
see Coal & Iron Co., now a subsidiary company of the United 
States Steel Corporation, did work convicts in its coal mines. 
I am not sure, but I am under the impression that it does not 
do so now. There are some independent coal operators who 
do work convicts in their mines. 

l\fr. BARTLETT. Permit me to say that the testimony from 
the Steel Corporation before the committee was that they had 
abandoned that, or at least that that contract had expired. 

l\fr. UNDERWOOD. It had. Now, .as to the gentleman's 
reference to their gathering men from the police courts, I want 
to say that he is mistaken in that, because that class of con
victs are not worked in the mines. The class of convicts who 
are wo-rked in the mines are State convicts. 

Mr. STANLEY. The difference is this: The State convicts 
are worked in the mines by the State. Convicts from the jails, 
convicted of misdemeanors, are worked by the corporation 
itself. It has its own jail and its own guardians over them. 
This statement is made--

1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. What corporation is the gentleman 
talking about? 

Mr. STANLEY. The Tennessee Coal & Iron Co., now the 
United States Steel Corporation. . · 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, no; the gentleman is mistaken. 
Mr. STANLEY. This statement is made by Mr. Harrison, of 

the Sage Foundation. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not yield any further time, be

cause I want to use it. I am satisfied the gentleman thinks he 
is correctly informed, but I know he is not, and I think he is 
doing my people an· injustice. 
. I voted to put iron on the free list. I have cut the products · 
of this schedule without opposition, . and it comes out of my 
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own district; but I can not stand here and allow a statement 
to be made-I do not mean to charge that it was made inten
tionally by the gentleman-which is a slander of the constitu
ency that J represent, because the condition described by the 
gentleman does not exist. 

And more than that, although there may be a very low class 
of European labor that work in some districts of the North, I 
will say that, so far as my district is concerned, a great deal of 
the labor is American labor coming out of the hills and moun
tains of .Alabama, and the white labor in that district is largely 
from northern Europe. The Italians we have in our country 
do not work in the mines and factories. We have Italians, but 
they are not engaged either in the furnaces or mines to any 
great extent. The miners we do have there- of foreign birth 
are made up of old Scotch and Welsh miners that came to Ala
bama after the great strike in Pennsylvania 30 years ago. So 
that, although I speak for no other part of the country, I do 
speak for my district. I do not know from whom the gentle
man from Kentucky got his information, but I do say that, as 
to the district I represent, the facts that he hns detailed are 
not true. · 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. STANLEY], as he always does, gave us an interesting word 
picture, but, as usual, conspicuous as a monumental example 
of inaccuracy of statement. 

Mr. Chairman, words idly uttered, even upon the :floor of this 
House, may be taken outside with a degree of seriousness by 
those who are not acquainted with the habitual methods of the 
speaker. I can not for one pass in silence and let ·the statement 
the gentleman has made go by unanswered. When be says that 
nine-tenths of the 25,000 miners in my county, whom I represent, 
do not stay in the United States for a period of five years, he 
states absolutely that which is not true, however much he may 
think it is true. 

1\!r. Chairman, the miners in Minnesota, most of them, are 
old in experience; most of them have been there a great many 
years, or elsewhere in the United States, and the big majority 
of them either are citizens or are in the process of becoming 
citizens of the United States. _[Applause.] They are drawing 
from $2.35 to $3.50 per day. They are building themselves 
homes; they are buying themselves farms; and they are sending 
their children to the best-_provided schools on God's earth. These 
boys and girls are growing up to love the American flag. 
They are growing up to become citizens of the highest char
acter and standing, and any father and mother who will give to 
their children these advantages, and keep them in these advan
tages, are not entitled to the description the gentleman from 
Kentucky has given them. [Applause.] 

The gentleman from Kentucky says we have them work from 
12 to 20 hours a day. Mr. Chairman, I marvel whence came to 
him that phantasmagoric dream of a disordered fancy. They 
work 8 hours a day, and there are three shifts a day. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I stated that in the blast fur
naces the employees work 12 hours a day. I quoted the record. 
The gentleman is not contradicting me, he is contradicting the 
Commissioner of Labor in a written report. 

Mr. MILLER. I am not contradicting anything the gentleman 
said about blast furnaces, because I do not know anything 
about·them. I am contradicting what he said about the laborers 
in the mines which he classed with all those, and it is that 
ridiculous looseness of statement that I think ought not to go 
unchallenged. 

Now, one word in regard to the iron-ore situation, which 
seems to trouble many gentlemen. I have heard it stated on the 
:floor of the House time and time again, and more often by the 
gentleman from Kentucky than by anyone else, that the United 
States Steel Corporation controls the iron-ore deposits in the 
United States. They never did; they do to-day less than they 
ever did before. I suppose they control more iron ore in the 
State of Minnesota than any other part of the country, because 
there is more iron ore there. Their headquarters are there, 
their greatest mines are there, because there is found the world's 
greatest iron-producing region. 

Mr. Chairman, the l\finnesota State tax board has made ex
tended investigation. Their last report shows that the United 
States .Steel Corporation now in operation of known deposits 
does not now control o>er 50 per cent of the ore in my State. 
Prior to the relinquishment of the so-called Hill lease a year 
or so ago the Steel Corporation controlled about 63 per cent 
of the ore in my State. When we also consider the great 
area recently discovered, known as the Cuyuna Range, one 
that promises to become one of the greatest iron ranges in 
the whole world, and in which the Steel Corporation does not 
conb:ol a ton of ore-when we consider this range, which the 
tax commi ion did not, the percentage of iron controlled 
by the Steel Corporation becomes very much less than 60 

per cent. In the entire Lake Superior district, compr1smg 
Minnesota, Wisconsin, and l\Iichigan, the Steel Corpc..ration con
trols only about 51.6 per cent. When we examine the situation 
Nation-wide, we find that the Steel Corporation controls less 
than ·50 per cent of the developed or proven deposits ; and as 
future years witness the proving and development of other de
posits within the United States, the per cent controlled by that 
great corporation will be more and more reduced. 

It is ridiculous to say that any one concern does control the 
iron-ore deposits or has them corralled. 

I was interested in the remarks of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. PAYNE], whom we all love and admire very much, 
when he said that he felt he had played a conspicuous part in 
divorcing the great northern ore deposits from the United States 
Steel Corporation. I dislike very much indeed to take from him 
any of the sentimental feeling he may have in that respect, but 
I desire to say that a power greater than the gentleman from 
New York brought about that dissolution. The omnipotent hand 
that fashioned the universe made that lease absolutely impos
sible of fulfillment. The discovery of large ore deposits pre
viously unknown created a · condition in the ore market such 
that even the Steel Corporation could not carry out the terms 
of its Hill lease. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minnesota 
has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. l\Ir. Chairman, I move that all debate 
on the paragraph and all amendments thereto close. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-

ment will be considered as withdrawn. 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
106. Beams, girders, joists, angles, channels, car-truck channels, tees, 

columns and posts or parts or sections of columns and posts, deck and 
bulb beams, sashes, frames, and building forms, together with all other 
structural shapes of iron or steel, whether plain, punched, or fitted for. 
use, or whether assembled or manufactured, 12 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Mr. Chairman, it is all very well for the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. 1\iILLER], without facts or figures or any sem
blance of information except his bald and impudent assertion, to 
question the veracity and the accuracy of a gentleman upon 
this floor in a most offensive manner. He is making a pitiable 
exhibition, not of my looseness of statement but of his own 
lamentable ignorance. I have the facts here, which he will not 
question. I have the report of the tax commissioner of Min
nesota, and he says the Steel Corporation owns the greater part 
of all Minnesota ore. I have a statement of the men who own 
the ore as to what portion they have of it. The minutes of the 
Steel Corporation show, Judge Gary himself states-

We certainly have everything on tbe Vermilion. We bought every
thing on Mesabi that is good, that is best, that is first class, with per
haps one exception, whicb we could not get. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Gayley reports that they own 90 
per cent of all the best of the old-range ore. In 1901, Gayley, 
declared it was the purpose of the Steel Corporation to get every 
pound of the remaining 10 per cent of Besseme:r ore on the old 
ranges and all that was left on the Mesabi. Herbert Knox 
Smith, your own commissioner of corporations, states: 

Authoritative data submitted to the Senate Finance Committee in 
1909 by a prominent iron manufacturer, witb the Steel Corporation's 
consent, sbowea tbat the corporation itself tben reckoned on about 
1,625,000,000 tons oi lake ore, of which 1,258,000,000 tons was of the 
current commercial standard. On this basis, there:tore, the Steel Cor
poration would have had over 75 per cent of the total commercial 
available ore in the entire Lake Superior region. 

• • • • • • • 
In 1907 tbe holdings of the Steel Corporation in Minnesota,. wbich 

State includes the Mesabi and Vermilion ranges, according to a care
fully prepared schedule of the Minnesota tax commission. amounted to 
about 913,000,000 tons, or 76 per cent of the total ore deposits of the State. 

Now, that is according to the State tax commissioner, which 
commissioner is quoted by Herbert Knox Smith. 

Mr. GARDNER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. STANLEY. I can not now. By 1909 the corporation had 

made further inroads into the slender supply of ores still re
maining in this region. Herbert Knox Smith, your Commis
sioner of Corporations, reports: 

In this connection. it may be noted that the secretary of the Minne
sota tax commission, in a letter to the Commissioner of Coi-poratlons, 
dated May 12, 1909, sald: "They (the United States Steel Corporation) J 
now conti-ol at least 80 per cent of the present known tonnage in the 
State." 

And in the face of such :figures as that the gentleman gets up 
here with his pitiable declaration about my inaccuracy of 
statement. The gentleman does not contradict my statement; 
he contradicts the authoritative record. The gentleman does 
not advertiSe my la.ck of information, but he makes a pitiable 
exhJbition of his own ignorance and of a decent appreciation ot 
his lack of any sort of information on this subject. 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. l\lr. Chairman, I desire to move at the 

end of 15 minute that debate on this paragraph close. 
Mr. GARDNER. I would like about half a minute. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 

debate on this paragraph and all amendments thet·eto close at 
the encl of 15 minutes. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
:\Ir. MILLER. l\1r. Chairman, I am not surprised that the 

gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STANLEY] should have further 
entertained the House by some archaic :figures, some back
number observations, and a full measure of rhetorical vitupera
tion. The gentleman quotes from the Steel Corporation, under 
date of 1001. Iron ore was not discovered on the Mesabi Range 
until 1892, just 9 years before, and not 20 per cent of the 
present development had then occurred. What was true then 
is no more true now than that America is undiscovered, as it 
was in the youth of Columbus. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] 

Mr. STAl\~EY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MILLER. Keep still; I will not yield to the gentleman, 

as he would not yield to me. 
Mr. STANLEY. I quoted from 1909. 

· l\Ir. MILLER. I will come to 1909 in just a minute. So 
much for the Steel Corporation's :figures in 1901. I will say 
to the gentleman that since that date the available iron ores 
in Minnesota have multiplied sixfold and within a few years 
more they will multiply very many more times as we discover 
new fields. . 

Then he comes down a little bit further, and I am astounded 
that he is able to get within four years of the present. Good 
God, he has not been within 100 years of the nineteenth cen
tury since he began his investigation of the United States 
Steel Corporation. His committee sat for three months and 
took testimony that told to the world things we had known 
in Minnesota for 10 years, and nothing else except a lot of 
thi:r;igs nobody ever knew before and .do not know now. 

Mr. Chairman, with a prodigious effort he got within four 
years of to-day, and he did get a report of the tax commis
sion; but if he had industry equal to his capacity to speak, he 
would get the :figures now, and would find that since 1909 an 
entirely new range has been opened, greater, perhaps, than 
either of the others, and in which the Steel Corporation does 
not own one ton and does not control one ton of iron ore; and 
if he will come down to this point, he will also find that the 
Steel Corporation has given up its Hill lease and thereby lost a 
quarter of its holdings; and having done that, he will find that 
I told the truth. [Applause on the Republican side.] I invite 
the gentleman from rhetoric to facts. I invite the gentleman 
from vituperation to honest and careful consideration of the 
truth that the House and the co011try may know the facts. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

l\lr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I entirely agree with 
the gentleman from Minnesota [l\Ir. MILLER] in his characteri
zation of the statements of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
STANLEY]. The only question in my mind is whether the gentle
man from l\Iinq.esota. is not wasting his time in undertaking 
to educate him, but I will add one more correction for the 
benefit of the gentleman from Kentucky [l\Ir. STANLEY]. He 
stated that the independent manufacturers were not able to 
make pig iron, and that they bought it from the Steel Trust. 
He was not within 14,000,000 tons of being correct in that state
ment. The independents manufacture 44 per cent of the pig 
iron produced in this country. 

And now I yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
GARDNER]. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I am of the opinion that the 
mo t recent figures read by the gentleman from Kentucky took 
no account of the fact that the United States Steel Corporation 
has canceled its biggest lease, and that the iron-ore lands in
volved in that lease are no longer in the control of that cor
poration. Now, I only say it from memory, Mr. Chairman, 
because I have not had a chance to examine the facts lately, 
but I am quite sure-and I am speaking only as one of the com
mittee that investigated the United States Steel Corporation
that last summer I came to the conclusion that this Steel Cor· 
poration owns or controls between 50 and 55 per cent of the 
·Lake Superior ore lands. I can not tell just at the present 
instant the :figures on which I based that conclusion a year ago, 
but I shall look them up. At all event , as a result of the 
cancellation of the Hill ore lease, the whole situation has been 
changed since the figures were prepared which have just been 
read by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

:Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield? Have 
yon information as to whether or not the Steel Corporation has 
secured control of the transportation lines, namely, the ore ves-
1tels that transport the ore from Mesabi Range to the mills? Is it 

. 

not a fact that they are in a position to collect a rebate f rom 
those who own and produce that ore? 

Mr. GARDNER. Well, the best of my recollection is that 
the Steel Corporation controls two railroads which transport 
the iron ore from the Minnesota ranges down to Lake Superior. 
The railroads are the Duluth, Missabe & Northern and the 
Duluth & Iron Range. 

l\fr. .MILLER. It is true they control those two, but there 
are four roads now hauling ore from the range. 

l\Ir. GARDNER Let me answer from my recollection. I 
am trying to answer the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
BUCHANAN]. I think, at all events, in a large part of that 
territory, as I remember it, the Steel Corporation had a monop
oly of the transportation to the lake. The gentleman from 
Minnesota in front of me says that the monopoly exists only 
with regard to ores of the Vermilion Range. The Vermilion 
is the second most important range. 

I rather gathered the impression that it was to the corpora
tion's advantage to have the railroads charge as high rates as 
possible. Obviously payments made by the Steel Corporation 
on account of freight pass from one pocket into another inas
much as the corporation owns the railroads. On the other 
hand, excessive payments by competitors swell the corpora
tion's profits, at the same time handicapping its competitors. 
Although I felt that there was great exaggeration in the state
ments with regard to these excessive payments, nevertheless, I 
came to the conclusion that the corporation ought not to be 
permitted to own those railroads. I am inclined to doubt 
whether it is a sufficient remedy to empower the Interstate Com
merce Commission to control rates on those ore roads. Now, 
with regard to the lake transportation-as I remember it, there 
is free competition on the Lakes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. If the gentleman will permit, 
I just read an article in the newspapers where there had been 
a combination of all the lake-shipping interests, and the Steel 
Trust was really in control of the whole matter. 

l\fr. GARDNER I am simply speaking of the conditions as 
they were when the investigating committee sat. My in;lpres
sion at the time was that there was free competition on the 
Lakes, but that the Steel Corporation had an advantage; per
haps they were entitled to it and perhaps they were not. It 
was largely due to the remarkable foresight displayed by its 
managers or their predecessors in securing advantageous ter
minal facilities. In the matter of lake terminals, to the best 
of my recollection, the United States Steel Corporation has a 
conspicuous advantage. · 

.For instance, from Conneaut, on Lake Erie, to Pittsburgh, 
the corporation owns a railroad called the Bessemer & Lake 
Erie, or the Pittsburgh, Bessemer & Lake Erie-I always for
get which railroad is the holding company. Obviously the 
higher the freight rate charged the better it is for the Steel 
Corporation. On its own freight its payments pass out of one 
pocket into the other pocket. 

In the case of its competitors the situation is quite otherwise, 
I did not take the point of view of some gentlemen that this 
opportunity was flagrantly and ouh·ageously abused. Never
theless, I doubt whether the Steel Corporation ought to be 
allowed to own the Pittsburgh, Bessemer & Lake Erie Railroad. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forrna amend
ment will be withdrawn. The Clerk will read. 

The Cfark read as follows : 
108. Iron or 'steel anchors or parts thereof; forgings of iron or steel 

or of combined iron and steel, but not machined, tooled, or otherwise 
advanced in condition by any process or operation subsequent to the 
forging process, not specially provided for in this section 15 per cent 
ad valorem; antifriction balls, ball bearings, and roller' bearings of 
iron or steel or other metal, finished or unfinished, 35 per cent' ad 
valorem. 

Mr. P .A.L~IBR. l\fr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendrnPnt 

offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] . 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 28, line 18, insert, after the word " unfinished," the words 

" and parts thereof." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to tha amend
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] . 

1\Ir. A1\1DERSON. l\!r. Chairman, I rise for the p01·pose of 
asking a question of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PALMER]. 

Under the bill of the last Congress friction balls and ball 
bearings and roller bearings were subject to a duty of 25 per 
cent. That duty seems to have been increased to 35 per cent in 
this bill. I would like to know the reason for this change of 
heart. 

Mr. PALMER. The reason for it is that we found on further 
investigation that of the amount of production of ball bear ings 

· and antifriction ball bear i.iigs in this country the imports under 
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the pre~ent rate were a. larger proportion of the domestic pro
duction than had been supposed. The old rate is 45 per cent, 
which is now hlghly protecti'rn, because about 75 per cent of the 
antifriction balls are imported into this country-75 per cent 
of the American production. I speak roughly; I can not give you 
the exact figm•es. So that we raised the rate from 25 per cent to 
85 per cent, belie""Ving that it was already hlghly competitive. 

Mr. ANDERSO:N. Does not the gentleman think it remark
able that he did not have this all-important information when 
he wrote the other bill? 

Mr. PALMER. Well, I think the situation is somewhat 
changed sin<!e the other bill was prepared, and I will say that 
we had more information at the time this bill was written than 
we had two years ago or a year and a half ago, of course, 
IJecause we have been working upon these matters e·rnr since. · 

Mr. l\LU,"N. l\Ir. Chairman, I congratulate the g-entleman 
from Pennsyhania [Mr. PALM.EB] that he has raised the rate 
on these ball bearings from 25 per cent, a.s proposed a year ago, 
to 85 per cent. The present rate is 45 per cent. 

The raising of the rate from 25 per cent, as contained in the 
bill a year ago, to 85 per cent is intended as a protection meas
ure, pure and simple. If the rate were fixed at 25 per cent, all 
-0f these ball bearings could be imported. With a 35 per cent 
rate it is expected that there will be practically no increase of 
importations and no change in price in thls country. The addi
tion from 25 to 85 per cent is intended to protect the industries 
of the country. I hope it will be a successful protection, and 
to the extent that it is protective I congratulate my distin
guished friend from Pennsylrnnia and welcome him, t_? tha~ ex
tent to the protection ranks. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

M~. PALMER. Well, if the gentleman from Illinois will 
excuse me--

1\fr. MANN. Certainly--
Mr. PALMER. He will understand that in an article where 

the r ate is now competitive, so that perhaps three-quarters of 
the amount of the American .product comes through the custom
h-o.use the result of .an increase from 25 per cent to 85 per cent 
will slmply be an increase in the revenue which the Government 
will receive. 

l\Ir. 1\1.A..NN. But there is no pretense that there will be any 
illcrease in the re.-enue by this measure, from this paragraph. 

Mr. PALMER. Yes. 
Mr. l\IANN. Unless the gentleman again repudiates the figure 

submitted by his committee. 
Mr. PALMER. Thirty-five per cent is more than 25 per cent. 

·The gentleman knows that, or ought to know it 
Mr. l\1ANN. The duty collected on these articles under the 

present law in 1912 was $679,000. The gentleman estimates 
that under this bill there will be collected $560,000. .It is cer
tainly not as a revenue measure that the gentleman proposes 
to decrease the amount of collections. This duty is raised as a 
protection measure. Whether it will be successful or not I do 
not undertake to say. 

The CHAIRMA!'l. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
llL All iron or steel sheets, plates, or strips and all hoop, band, or 

scroll Iron or steel, when galvanized or coated with zinc, spelter, or 
othru: metals or any alloy of those metals; sheets or plates composed o:f 
Iron steel copper, nickel, or other metal with layers of other metal or 
metals im'posed thereon by forging, hammering, rolling, or welding ; 
sheets of iron or steel, polished, planished, or glanced, by whatever 
name designated, including such as have been pickled or cleaned by 
acid or by any other material or process, or which are cold rolled, 
smoothed only, not polished, and such as are cold bammel"ed, blued, 
brightened, tempered, or polished by any pl"ocess to such perfected sur
face finish or polish better than the grade of cold rolled, smoothed only ; 
and sheets or plates of iron or steel, or taggers iron or steel, coated with 
tin or lead, or with a mixture of which these metals, or either o:f them 
is a component part, by the dipping or any other proeessJ. and com
mercially known as tin plates, terne plates, and taggers tin, ~o per cent 
ad valorem. 

Mr. P~fER. l\Ir. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 

an amendment, which the Clerk will 1·eport. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 29, line 16, after the word "valorem," strike out the period a d 

in ert the following : 
" Tin plates, coated with metal, and metal. sheets. decorated i~. colors 

or coated with nickel or other metals, by dippmg, prmting, stenciling, or 
other process, 20 per cent ad valorem." 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of thls amend
ment can be stated very briefly. This is the tin-plate paragraph. 
There is no provision in the law for tin plate covered with other 
metal, and under the law as written any such plates would 
come in under the basket clause in this bill at 25 per cent. We 
think they should bear the same rate when covered with metal 
as steel sheets bear when covered with tin, and consequently we 
insert them here, where they logically belong. 

Mr. ANDERSON. l\fr. Chairman, no man has had much oppor
tunity to know very much about this schedule. There has not 
been sufficient time for any man to examine it carefully; but 
thls paragraph seems to me entirely and wholly inexcusable. It 
puts a number of products, made by different processes, in dif
ferent stages of manufacture all at the same ad valorem rate. 
In many instances that ad valorem rate is in exce s of the total 
labor cost, and I am inclined to think in excess of the total 
converting cost involved in bringing the article to the state of 
manufacture co.-ered by this paragraph. 

Under the Payne law the articles in this paragraph were cov· 
ered by specific duties covering the com·ersion cost, in some 
instances much higher than the conversion cost, it is true, but 
conforming in most particulars to the conrnrsion cost involved 
in making the article. '.rhe 20 per cent duty pi·ovided in this 
bill is, in many instances, as I have said. se.-eral times the labor 
cost involved in bringing the article to the stage of manufacture 
covered by the paragraph. In many instances 5 per cent would 
be amply sufficient to cover the difference in cost of produc
tion at home and abroad. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[l\Ir. PALMER] will more nearly conform to the pledge of hls 
party for downward revision if he follows the classification 
pursued in the Payne law and reduces some of the rates pro
vided in this paragraph instead of increasing the rates by the 
application of a fiat rate of 20 per cent ad -valorem. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HULINGS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask my collengue 

from Pennsylvania [l\fr. PALMER] a question that perhaps I 
should have propounded under the one hundred and ninth 
paragraph of the bill. I understand the design is to make cot
ton ties free, whilst other hoops of iron or steel are subject 
to an ad valorem duty of 12 per cent. Now, I am told that 
the same phraseology bas been used in this paragraph, putting 
cotton ties on the free list, as formerly was used in other tariff 
bills where cotton ties were put in with other hoops and strips 
of steel subjected to a duty. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania if he is satisfied that there is a sufficient 
distinction made in describing the cotton ties in the five 
hundred and fourteenth ection of the free list, or 1f he does 
not think that there are a great many strips of steel that are 
not designed for cotton ties that might be imported under the 
one hundred and ninth section? 

Mr. PALMER. I will say to my colleague that the language 
of section 514 was drafted after a conference with experts in 
the Treasury Department, and we believe it is clear enough to 
cover simply cotton ties and baling ties. 

Mr. HULINGS. How is it with the one hundred and ninth 
section-hoops and bands of steel . and iron? 

Mr. PALMER. Section 109 provjdes for band iron or steel 
"not otherwise provided for in this section," which means, as 
far as that paragraph is concerned, "not provided for in para
graph 514," whlch is also a part of the same section as para· 
graph 109. So under the bill as it now stands cotton ties 
would come in under 514 free, and all band, hoop, or scroll iron 
under 109 at 12 per cent. 

Mr. HULINGS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman is satisfied 
that that makes the distinction, very well. 

Mr. PALMER. I am satisfied that it makes it as clearly as 
language can make it. We intended to put cotton ties on the 
free list in paragraph 514, and it is so written. In the opinion 
of the cotton producer and the persons who buy cotton ties, in 
the opinion of the manufacturers of hoop and band iron, it 
will put cotton ties on the free list. The only question is 
whether in doing it something else which looks like cotton ties 
may go on the free list. But I call the gentleman's attention 
to the fact that section 514 requires something to have been 
done to the hoop or band steel to indicate the purpose for which 
it is going to be used, and that process will be a sufficient indi
cation to allow only such ties to come in. 

I recognize that there is some difficulty about it. There may 
be trouble about it, but in accordance with our purpose to put 
baling ties on -the free list, it being impossible to make it more 
definite, we believe that we have got as near to our purpose 
as we can. 

Mr. HULINGS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say that I 
have a communication from the Sharon Hoop Steel Co., a large 
independent concern in my district making these articles, and 
they suggest that under the phraseology used in ~ection 514, 
which is the same as heretofore used in describing ties as hoops 
or bands when they were all subject to duty, that they believe 
that the division of cotton ties in that paragraph 514 should be 
as stated ln this letter, which was directed to the chairman of 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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SHARON STEEL HOOP Co., 

Sharon, Pa.,. April £1, 19'13. 

DEAR Srn : I would respectfully direct your attention to p~ragrfl;ph 
No. 518 in the free list of the Underwood bill now under consideration 
in the House. This paragraph reads : 

" H'oop or band iron or hoop or band steel, cut to lengths, or who.Uy 
or partly manufactured into hoops or ties, coated or not coated with 
paint or any other preparation, with or without buckles or fastenings, 
for baling cotton or any other commodity." 

As I understood, when appearing before your committee, this was 
designed to admit cotton tics only to this country free of duty. ~s the 
paragraph is worded it will be impossible for even an expert m .the 
steel business to prevent the free importation of hoops and other similar 
commodities unless the phraseology is changed. 

Paragraph No. 111 of Schedule C of the bill provides for a duty on 
hoops and bands or scroll iron or steel of 12 per cent ad valorem, and 
the two paragraphs are necessarily conflicting. 

If I am correct in my understanding that it is the purpose of the 
committee to admit cotton ties tree, but to give to hoops and bands the 
same rate of duty as to other like steel commodities for revenue pur
poses, then there is no doubt but that the phraseology of paragraph 
No. 518 should be changed. As a cotton tie is a strip of steel 15/16 
of an inch wide by 20 gauge, coated with cotton varnish, put up in 
bundles of 45 each, each bundle having 30 buckles, I would earnestly 
urge that a wording more correctly describing cotton ties be g~ven, and 
in order to make the description broad enough to leave no question 
about cotton ties, regardless of some slight variation from the standard 
width, ~auge, and length, being admltted free, would ask, if possible, 
that this paragraph be changed to read as follows: 

"Strips of iron or steel narrower than 11 inches and lighter than 15 
wire gauge, cut to length, painted or unpainted, with or without buckles, 
for balin&" cotton or any other commodity, and to be used as baling 
ties only.' 

Your attention to this matter will be greatly appreciated. 
Very truly, yours, 

SHA.BON STEEL Hoop Co., 
--- ---,President. 

Those are the suggestions of a gentleman who is in that busi
ness who fears that in the importation there will be a great 
many strips that look like cotton ties and fall within the 
phraseology, but which may be imported under paragraph 514 
when they ought to -fall under another paragraph carrying a 
tariff duty of 12 per cent. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I seldom quote figures from 
memory. Gentlemen who have furnished us with many broad 
assertions have quoted no :figures, and have shown no ·authority 
whatever. I am so well acquainted with the data in this case 
that I can quote it accurately from memory .. I wish to put in 
the RECORD certain statements from the report of Commis
sioner Neill, whom a Democratic President wished to keep in 
power on account of his ability and conservatism. 

As you understand, about 80 per cent of the ores on the 
Mesabi Range prior to giving up the Hill leases were controlled 
by the Steel Corporation. The company which mined the ores 
was known us the Oliver Iron Mining Co. Of the total in the 
year 1907 of 12,018 employees, only 879 were native born. 
Those of foreign birth being 84.4 per cent of the total number 
of employees. Almost one-half foreign born, 49.3 per cent, had 
not resided in the United States over two years. I will put in 
the RECORD a table showing that out of 10,000 only 452 had 
resided 6 years; 3,237, 5 years; 900, 4 years; and only 1,205 
over 10 years. Only 48.6 per cent of the employees considered 
in this table can speak English. 

The table is as follows: 
POPGLA.TION AND NATIONALITY. 

The mines have attracted a population remarkable in several ways. 
The increase (}f numbers has been rapid. The following table shows the 
population of the chief range communities in 1895, 1900, and 1905-: 
Population in .the chief mining communities of St. L011is aounty, Minn., 

1895, 1900, and. 1905. 
[From the Fifth Decennial Census of Minnesota, 1905, p. 42.] 

Localities. 1895 19001 

1905 

Num
ber. 

Percent 
of in
crease 
over 
1895. 

-------------------!------------
Aurora village ... ·--·-··--· ....... ·-·-· ...... -·· .......... ·-· .. -·. 

~~::t~ ~~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: l,~~ ijgg 
Breitung(includingSoudan) •••... -·····-········ 1,954 2,034 
Buhl village ... -··--·----·-·-·--· .. -·-···-·----·-· ..... -· ........ . 
Chisholm village .•••. ·--··---.-·-_ ... __ ._.-· ... _ .... _ .. . ... _ .. _ .. _ 

r.~~g~~~:.:_:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
2

·~ tm 
Hibbingvfilage __ O•••-•••••-••oooooLOo•-••-••-•••• 1,085 2,481 
McKinley ~e. ··--··-····-······-·-···-··-···· 136 262 
Mesabi Mountam Township .•.•.•••••••• ·-··-···· 708 1,200 
Mountain Iron Yillage •. _ ·-··-··-··-----· ..... ··-· 443 470 

!£~~~;:::~~==~:::::~:~:~::: ::~:::::: -"i:~ !:i 
St. Lori.is County (excluding Duluth) ......... _... 19, 199 29, 963 

1 Figures from the Twelfth Census of the United States. 

336 
541 
946 

1,344 
788 

4,231 
4,045 
5,332 
1,316 
6,566 

232 
940 
604 
96() 

1, 749 
1,340 
6,056 

52,571 

48.2 
26.4 

!31.2 

79.0 
597.9 
492.8 
505.2 

70.6 
32.8 
36.3 

2, 472. I 
5.9 

66.1 
173.8 

2 Decrease. 

· Several of these communities show an enormous increase in popula· 
tion from 1895 to 1905, while only two show a decline. 

Of the population of St. Louis County, 84 per cent reside in cities or 
villages, which is very conclusive as to the predominance of the iron-ore 
industry. 

Tbe leading n9.tionalities were Finnish, Austrian, Swedish, Canadian, 
and Norwegian, in the order named. As shown by the State census of 
1905, the nationalities represented and thetr respective numbers in the 
chief mining centers were as follows : 

Principal fon;ign-lJorn elements of the populatio'IJt in tlte chief range 
cornmimities of Mimnesota, 1905. 

[Data from the Fifth Decennial Census of Minnesota, 1905, p. 177.] 

Country of birth. 

Localities. 
Ger- Swe- Nor- f Den- Cana- Ire-

1
Eanng-. 1;;~. 

many. den. way. l~rk. da. land. d u.a 

----------'----l---·l---1---1----------
Vermilion Ran~e: 

Breitung (mcluding Sou-

E~CtY::::::::::::~::.:::: 7 130 21 
22 101 29, 

Tower city .···-··-···--··· 10 156 6! 
1~ ·- ··12 
23 10. 

2 7 3 
5 55 9 
1 85 9 

Mesabi Range: 
Aurora village ....... __ .... 8 26 7 
Biwabik Township· -·--··· 2 37 20 
Biwabik village .•. ·-··-·-· 12 57 26 
Buhl village ...... ·--·--··· 9 64 23 
Chisholm village ... __ • _. __ . 21 206 93 
Eveleth city . . ..•••... -··-· 38 325 71 
Fayal Township._ .. __ ..... 14 85 22 
Hibbing village .. _ .•••• --- . n 516 314 

~~~1elr:!&· ·Town:· 1 15 21 

12 3 
15 
19 6 

6 7 
87 47 

119 65 
20 8 
78 47 

6 1 

1 16 4 
2 18 2 
2 38 8 

24 1 
2 110. I9 
6 151 39 
1 15 10 
9 1'98 

1 2 

shiP·-···-···-··········· 7 38 2 
Mountain Iron village_ .... 5 20 17 
Sparta village._-· •...... -· 5 17 8 
Stuntz Township._. . ... _. 12 65 47 

120 557 296 

37 5 
14 4 
9 24 
3 10 

71 89 

20 11 
5 34 13 

42 5 
2 148 10 
7 337 53 Xt~gf:f~i&;m;t.y ·au~cie -

Duluth ..... ·--· · ······- · 770 4,225 1,898 n2 2, 433 3iz · 763 400 

Ceuntry <>f bil'th. 
Tot.al Total Total 

Localities. foreign native ~pu-
Po- Fin- Aus- All born. born. tion. 

land. tand. tria.. other. 
,_ --------

Vermilion Range: 
Breitung (including Sou-

dan) ..... ---·-·······-·· ........... 2SO. 180 9 659 685 1,344 
Ely city .•.. - __ .. - --.. -... ..... .. ... 911 852 m 2,222 1,823 4,045 
Tower city .•.. ·-·-·---·· ·· ......... 184 29 19 593 747 1,340 

Mesabi Range: 
Aurora village •........ - ... 1 62 44 14 198 138 336 
Biwabik Township .•..... ........... 111 98 14 320 221 541 
Biwabik village .. __ .... __ . 2 7 44 17 516 430 946 
Buhl village.·-·-·-·-····-· 200 64 50 448 340 788 
Chisholm village .•..... _ .. 43 1,197 693 187 2. 705 1,526 4,231 
Eveleth city ... --·-·-·---· 1 1, 145 676 333 2,975 2,357 5,332 
Fayal Township ... _ ... __ . 5 15~ 430 164 927 389 1,316 
Hibbing village. _ .. __ . __ .. 30 1,169 323 481 3,537 3,029 6,556 
McKinley village ........ _. 31 34 4 116 116 232 
Mesabi Mountain Town-

ship .................. -.. ........... 250 130 31 531 409 940 
Mountain Iron village ..•.. 127 14 37 290 314 604 
Sparta village_ .. _ ... _ --- _. 347 116 11 584 376 960 
Stuntz Township_.--···-· 9 220 279 299 1,104 645 1, 749 

Xfl~~i&WiiY ·atitsi<ie · 77 1,193. 136 123. 3,.059 2,,997 6,056 

Duluth ... --··--·· .... ·- 296 9, 945. 4,461 2,313" 27,929 24,642 52,571 

No statistics as to nationality are regularly kept by the mining 
companies, but the Oliver Iron Mining Co. has taken a census of its 
own employees at different times, the results of which are given below: 

L .ength of residtmce in the United States of foreign-boni employees of 
the Oliver Iron Mining Oo., May 1, 11J07, by race or people. 

(Data supplied by the Oliver Iro.n Mining C(}.] 

Number living in the United States-

Race or people. 
Under 1 2 3 4 5 6 
1 year. year. years. years. years. years. years. 

---------i-----1---·1----1------------
Austrian---------·-·-··· 135 199- · 
Bohemian ..... ··-----·· 3 14 
Bosnian.--··--------···· 24 58 
Bulgarian •...••• ----·-·· 79 57 
Croatian.·-·····-·-···-- 280 496 
Czech.·······-·--···---··· 2 5 
Dalmatian-·····-·-·-·.. 43 34 
English ••...... _ ••••.... --···--· 9 
Finnlsh .•• ·-···--·-····· 263 389 

155 .. 
8" 

39 
41 

419 
1 

25 
6 

464 

92 
3 

11 
23 

240 
1 ; 
4 
1 

244 

76 55 29 
4 3 3 
9 3 1 
2 5 

141 103 56 
]J 

10 4 1 
4 9 5 

271 263 134 
. Flemish.----···················-· 2 •••••••• • French.----··-····---·· 3 4 4 · -· · .. :i ···- -·i· : ···-·2· -··-···3 

French-Canadian.·--·-- 1 2 I 2 2 
German--···---···-·---- 49 27 · 30 l& · 7 4 4 
Greek·--········-··--··· ····-··-·······-·-······· l l -···-··· ....... . 
Hebrew .....•.. -·-······ -··· --- · 1 ........ ...• . . 
Hervat .. ·-·····---······ 2: 3 4 · ·2· · · ··3· ·---··2· -······3 
~~~~~~~:::::::::::::: ··-·-·~- ~ 12 ~ ~ i ~ 
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Length of resiclencre in the United States of foreign-bo1·n eniployees of 
the Oliver fron Mining Co., etc.-Continued. 

' 
Number living in the United Statro-

Race or people. 
Under 1 2 3 4 5 6 
1 year. year. years. years. years. years. years. 

Italian.................. 27 39 40 19 37 24 14 
Italian (north).......... 23 65 50 23 31 30 19 
Italian (south).......... 43 79 101 50 47 54 35 
J'apanese................ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 ••..••••.••••••..••.••.•.•••.••• 
Korean......................................................... 1 ....... . 
Lithuanian .... _........ 1 1 ............... .. .............. . 
Macedonian .......... _.. 1 ... _..... . . . . . . .. . 
Magyar. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19 · · · · · 34 46 · · · · 21 · · · · 36 · -· · 24 ...... io 
Montenegrin............ 35 40 21 5 1 ....... ........ . 
Polish. . . . . . . .. . . .. . . . . . 12 33 20 22 16 10 6 
Roumanian .......... -.. 1 1 2 1 ........ ······-· ....... . 
Russian ..... ·-········-· 3 11 8 9 7 4 
Ruthenian ............ _ ................. ·--····· ........ ..... ... 1 1 

and M:ontenegrins; French and German includes Belgians, Swiss and 
Hollanders; Finnish includes Russi.ans; and Scandinavian includes' . r
wegians, Swedes, and Danes. 
Nationality of the employees of t11c Olil:er It-on :Mining Co. on the 

vartotts ranges of the Lake Superior region July 1, 1908, by locality. 
[Data supplied by the Oliver Iron Mining Co.] 

American. Austrian. French and 
German. 

Locality. 
Num- Per Num- Per :Num- Per 
ber. cent. ber. cent. ber. cent. 

Mesabi Range: 
Hibbin& district ................... 628 21. 9 1,326 46.2 HO 4.9 
Moun tam Iron district .......... ... 217 22.9 446 47.1 16 1. 7 
Eveleth (Fayal) district ........... 296 27.4 316 29.2 40 3. 7 
Eveleth (Adams) district .......... 225 18.9 544 45.8 12 1. 0 
Biwabik district ................... 74 20.9 204 57.5 4 1.1 
Canisteo district •.................. 383 28.2 606 44.6 77 5. 7 

Scandinavian .. _ . . . . . . . . 29 23 44 30 35 28 26 ___ , _______ ,___ __ 

Scotch .... ·-····-··-··-· 1 1 1 1 2 
Servian.·-·-······-··-·· 16 29 18 15 7 6 

12 
40 
44 

2 Total.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . 1, 823 23. 4 3, 442 44. 1 289 3. 7 
2 Vermilion Range 85 15. 3 291 52. 2 13 2. 3 

Slav .. _-···-··-·······-· 26 30 26 23 20 
Slovak ..... _.. .......... 46 47 68 29 33 
Slovenian_______________ 25 66 85 42 47 
Syrian __ ......................... -· ...... ·- .................... . 1 

11 
27 

~~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ - m ~J ~ +~ l~ id 
Tyrolese .. ····-··-···· .. 5 t 10 18 13 18 9 

25 Not reported............ 56 73 84 29 44 

Total............. 1,261 1,879 1,856 976 917 776 452 

Number living in the United States-

Race or people. 
7 8 9 10 

years. years. years. years. 

Total 
Over Years foreign 

10 not re- born. 
years. ported. 

---------1----1---,____ ______ ------
.Arabian ............ _. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 
Austrian __ .............. 19 16 5 4 27 2 814 
Bohemian............. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11 . . . . . . . . 49 
Bo3nian................. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 146 
Bulgarian............... 1 1 ···-·· ·· ..•..... 1 210 
Croatian. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25 29 13 12 59 8 1, 881 
Czech .... ······-·····... . .. .. . . . . .... ... . ....... ...... .. 1 . ... . ... 11 
Dalmatian-·-·····-····· 4 3 ........ 1 ........ ........ 129 
Dutch ... ·-·-···-·-······ ........ ··-·····................ 2 2 
English ..... .. .. ·-······ 2 5 ·····-·· 5 114 160 
Finnish ...... _ ..... .. - . . 127 73 35 43 216 3 2, 525 
Flemish .. _............. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 3 
French ....... ··········-........ 2 2 1 44 69 
French-Canadian........ 1 4 1 . .. .. . . . 8 22 
German ..... ·····-······ 3 3 2 3 42 190 
Greek ............•.......•.............. ·-······.... .... 1 3 
Hebrew.·-···········-·· 1 ........ ........ ........ 3 5 
Hervat............... ... 1 ..... ... ··-·· ........... ··-·· ··- ... ·-··. 20 
Hungarian...................... 3 ·--·-··· ........ 5 ···-·-·· 48 
Indian ....... ·····-···.......... 1 ...... .. . ... . .. . .. . ..... ... . ... . 1 
Irish ............... ·-··. 1 1 ·-······ ... ..... 71 1. 81 
Italian.................. 12 3 1 3 15 1 235 
Italian (north). . . . . . . . . . 9 9 5 5 26 3 298 
Italian (south). . . . . . . . . . 26 12 5 8 35 495 
Japanese ._............ .. . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 
Korean ...... ·-··-···· ··· ........................................ -······· 1 
Lithuanian·-············ ................ ·-·····. ..... ... 1 ........ 3 
Macedonian............. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 
Magyar................. 1 4 4 2 9 ··-····· 210 
Montenegrin .. _ ...................................................... _.. 102 
Polish ... ·-····-···- ··-·· 9 1 .•. ..... 5 15 2 151 
Roumanian_............ ........ ........ ........ ........ ........ ........ 5 
Russian ........... ·-···· 1 2 ··-····· ........ 5 50 
Ruthenian.............. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 3 
Scandinavian........... 14 23 12 11 241 5 521 
Scotch.................. 2 2 . .. . . .. . . . . .. .. . 41 53 
Scotch-Irish ... _ .......................... _...... . . . . . . . . 1 1 
Servian. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1 95 
Slav..................... 10 7 4 3 18 191 
Slovak. • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18 11 2 6 38 359 
Slo~enian ............. ·: 19 12 3 8 34 3 415 
Syrian .......................... ······ - ··-···· · ··········· ····· ···· ····· 

1
cJ 

:y:~~-----~::::::::::::: ·····-~- ···---~- ... .. -~- ···---~- 1£ 3 
Not reported............ 14 5 4 4 98 2 465 

~ ---i-----,--~~--f----·l----1--~ 

Total.............. 323 236 100 125 1,205 33 10, 139 

. Of the 12,018 employees of this company in 1907 only 1,879 were 
native born, those of foreign birth being 84.4 per cent of the total 
number employed. Almost half of the foreign born, 49.3 per cent, 
had not resided in the United States over two years. The races show
ing a large proportion who bad resided in this country 10 years and 
ovet· were: The Irish, with 87.7 per cent; Scotch, 77.4 per cent; Eng
lish, 74.4 per cent; Scandinavian, 48.4 per cent; and German, 23.7 per 
cent. Those with a small proportion were : Bulgal'ians, with less than 
one-half of 1 per cent; .Austrians and Croatians, with only 3.8 per 
cent; Italians, 8.9 per cent; Finns, 10.3 per cent; and Slavs, 11 per 
cent. Of all the foreign-born employees but 13.1 per cent had resided 
in the United States 10 years and over. The principal races with a 
residence of le s than a year were the Montenegrins, with 34.3 per cent; 
Austrians, 16.6 per cent; Croatians, 14.9 per cent; Slavs, 13.6 per 
cent; and Slovaks, 12.8 per cent. Of all the foreign-born employees 
12.4 per cent bad ·resided in the United States less than one year. 

In the following tabulation, which was furnished by the Oliver Iron 
JI.lining Co., American includes Canadians, ffinglish, Irish, and Scotch; 
Austrian includes, among others, Bulgarians, Bohemians, Hungarians, 

Grand total.. ............ ....... . 3,225 25.8 3, 982 31. 9 491 3.9 

Finnish. Italian. Polish. 

Locality. 
Num- Per Num- Per Num- Per 
ber. cent. ber. cent. ber. cent. 

Mesabi Range: 
Hibbin& district ................ .. . 
Moun tam Iron district ............ . 

212 7.4 378 13.2 65 2.2 
100 10.6 79 8.4 ............... ............ 

Eveleth (Fayal) district .......... . 
Eveleth (Adams) district ......... . 

125 11. 6 165 15.3 1 .1 
188 15.8 123 10.3 20 1. 7 

Biwabik district .................. . 53 14. 9 3 .8 2 .6 
Canisteo district .................. . 92 6.8 51 3. 7 l5 .4 -----...___ --,____ --

Total. . .... ... ........... ....... . 770 9.9 799 10.2 93 1.2 
Vermilion Range ..................... . 
Marquette Range ..................... . 

~~~~hlcin~:n~~~~::::::::::::::::::::: 

100 18. 0 21 3.8 ................ ........... 
415 30.0 108 7.8 7 .5 
81 6.9 201 17.0 79 6. 7 

405 26.0 162 10.4 199 12. 7 
----- - -->-------

Grand total. .................... . 1, 771 14.2 1,291 10.4 378 3.0 

Scandinavian. Miscellaneous. Total. 

Locality. 
Num- Per Num- Per Num- Per 
ber. cent. ber. cent. ber. cent. 

Mesabi Range: 
Ribbingdistrict................... 116 4.0 6 0.2 
Mountain Iron district .. __ .. _...... 88 9. 3 
Eveleth (Fayal) district........... 135 12.5 ······2· ·· ·:2· 
Eveleth(Adams)district .. -·-···· · 69 5.8 8 .7 
Biwabikdistrict................... 15 4.2 . ...•.....•... 

2,871 100.0 
9'16 100.0 

1,080 100.0 
1,189 100.0 

355 100.0 
Canisteo district ..... _ ..... _....... 143 10. 5 2 • l 1,359 100.0 

Total...········-··--············ 566 7.3 18 ~2 Vermilion Range...................... 47 8.4 ....•...••••.. 
Marque~e Range ....... ·-·····-······· 142 10.3 .• .•••••. .•... 
Menommee Range._................... 362 30. 7 .........••... 
GogebicRange.·-····················· 204 13.1 1 .1 --------

Grand total.. _ .....••.••... ~. .... 1, 321 10. 6 19 • 2 

7,800 100.0 
557 100.0 

1,382 100.0 
1,179 100.0 
1,560 100.0 

12,478 100.0 

Nationality of the employees of the Oliver fron Mining Co. on the 
11ari-Ous ranges of the Lake Superior region June 1, 1909, bJJ locality .. 

[Data supplied by the Oliver Iron Mining Co.} 

I American. Austrian. Finnish. 

Locality. 
Num- Per Num- Per Num- Per 
ber. cent. ber. cent. ber. cent • 

Mesabi Range: 
Hibbing aistrict ................... 472 29.5 671 41.9 67 4.2 
Chisholm district .................. 149 9.1 1,002 61.5 154 9.5 
Mount.ain Iron district .... ......... 178 24. 7 236 32.8 170 23.6 
Eveleth (Fayal) district ........... 262 20. 7 377 29.8 256 20.2 
Eveleth (Adams) district .......... 283 21. 4 603 45. 7 140 10.6 
Biwabik district ................... 53 16.6 193 60.5 45 14.1 
Canisteo district ................... 355 22.8 733 47.1 131 8. 4 

f.------
Total ..... .......•............... 1, 752 20.8 3,815 45.4 96.1 11.5 

Vermilion Range .................. _ ... 99 12.9 402 52.6 175 22.9. 
Marquette Range ...••................. 739 49.5 40 2. 7 372 24.9 
Menominee Range .. ...... .......... ... 228 15.8 165 11.5 98 6.8 
Gogebic Range ..............• .....•. .. 435 22. 7 137 7.1 625 32.5 

---------·-----~ 
Grand total ...................... 3,253 23.2 4,559 32.5 2,233. 15.9 
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.Nationality Df tlie -employees of the Olivet· Iron Mming ao., Nc.-Contd. 

German. French. Italian. 

Locality. 
Num- Per Num- Per Nmn- Per 
ber. cent. ber. eent. ber. cent. 

Mesabi Range: 1 

Hibbing dis1rict ... ·-. . . . . . • . . . • • . . 52 3. 3 
Molllltrun Iron district............. 5 . 3 

47 2.9 209 13.1 
2 .1 155 9.5 

Eveleth {Fayal) district ........................ . 
Eveleth (Adams) district .. ·-...... 17 1. 3 

12 1. 7 36 5.0 
............... -··-·· 224 17. 7 

Biwabik district. . . . . .. . . .• • • . . . . . . 9 . 7 4 .3 1n 13.4 
Canisteo district ....•.. -- . . . • . . . . . . 4 1. 3 

31 2.0 ' ·····so· 3 .9 
5.2 33 2.1 

Total ...•.............•.•.•...•.• · 118 1. 4 145 l. 7 837 10.0 

~~?~~~~:~~~:~~~~:~~~~~~~:: M 2J 
4 .5 30 3.9 
5 .4 178 11.9 

122 8.5 284 19. 7 
37 1.9 232 12.1 

1~---11----1---

Grand total..................... 178 1..3 313 2.2 1,561 11.1 

Scandinavian. Polish. Total. 

Locality. 
Num- Per Num- Per Num- Per 
ber. cent. ber. cent. ber. cent. 

----------
59 3.7 23 1. 4 1,600 100.0 

104 6.4 58 3:6 11629 100.0 
88 12. 2 ...... -- -... ......... 720 100.0 

Mesabi Range: 

~~~~~~~t:::::::::::::::::: 
Mountain Iron district .... ·-·· .... . 

108 8.5 23 1.8 1,267 100.0 
84 6.4 20 L5 1,320 100.0 
21 6.6 ............ .......... 319 100.0 

Eveleth ~Fayal) district .......... . 
Eveleth (Adams) district ......... . 
Biwabik di.strict .................. . 
Canisteo district •.••••••••••••••••. 179 11. 5 14 .9 1,556 100.0 

--- - --- - --->--

643 7.6 138 1. 6 8,411 100.0 
53 6.9 ............ .......... 765 100.0 

145 9.7 1,492 100.0 
407 28.3 102 7.1 1,,439 100.0 
184 9.6 260 13.5 1,922 100.0 

Total. ......•........•••••..•.... 

~~i~:::::::::::::::::::: 
------·------~ 

Grand t<>taL .••...•••..•.•..•••. 1,432 10.2 500 3.6 14,-029 100.0 

This company ,had 12,478 employees on July L 1908. The Americans 
were 25.8 per .cent of this number. The Austrians were the most 
numerous, with 31.9 per cent. On the Vermilion range 52.2 pei· cent of 
the employees were .Austrians. 

On June '.l, 1900. this company had 14.,029 employees, of whom 23.2 
per cent were .Ameriea.ns, 32.5 per cent Austria ns, 15.9 per cent Fin
nish, etc. Those nationalities that showed an increased proportion em
ployed in 1909 .compared with 1908 were Austrians, Finnish, Italians, 
and Polish. Those that ,decreased were Americans, French, German, 
and Scandina:vians. 

'A1umber a-nd per cent of foreign-boNi employees of the Oli1:er iron Mining 
Oo. who speak English, May 1, 1907, by t·aoe ot· people. 

[Data supplied by · the Ollv~r Iron Mining Co. Figures do not include 
25 persons not reporting as to whetller th~y .do or do not speak 
English.] 

Race or people. 

Arab ian .••.....•••...•••.....•...•.••.•••.••••.... 
AustJ::dan •............•...•.•.........•..•.•....... 
Boh:lmian .•••..•••••••••••.••••••••.•••••••••••... 
Bosnian ................ ~ ..........••.•••.•.....•.. 
Bulgarian ...............•.................•........ 
Croatian. ......•........................••......... 
Czech ..........•.................................. 
Dalmatian .•••••••...•.•.•.•••••••••••••.•••...... 
Dutch ............................................ . 
English ................•...............•.......... 
Finnish ................•......................•... 
Flemish ............•.............................. 
French ................•.......•........•.......... 
French-Canadian .............•....•............... 
German .......................................... . 
Greek .......•....••..•............................ 
Hebrew ..........•.•.•............................ 
Hervat ...........•........••........•.•........... 
Hungarian ....................................... . 
Indian .....•..•....•.•••••••..•.•.•...••.••.•••..•. 
Irish ..... ··•·····•·••••············· ............. . 
Italian ........................................... . 
Italian (north) ................................... . 
Italian (south) ..•..............••...•..•.......... 
Japanese .......................................... . 
Korean ........................................... . 
Lithuani:l.ll ................•..................... _. 
Macedonian .•......... _ ...•...........•..... _ .. _ .. 
Magyar ..... _ ... _ ........................... _ .•... _ 

Wgll1s~~~~~::: :~:::::::::::::: :: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 
Roumanian ......................... __ ........ _. _ .. 
Russi.!l.n .......................................... . 
Ruthenian ........................................ . 

Speak Eng-
lish. Do not 

1------1 5i:i!~ Total. 
Num- Per lish: 
ber. cent. 

l 
244 
25 
29 
24 

500 
2 

44 
2 

160 
l,37f 

64 
20 
84 
2 
4 
9 

23 
1 

81 
146 
164 
257 

2 
1 
3 
1 

72 
28 ' 
70 
2 

22 
3 

100.0 
30.0 
51. 0 
19.9 
1L4 
30.8 
18.2 
34. l 

100.0 
100.0 
54. 4 
33.3 
92.8 
90.9 
44.2 
66. 7 
80.0 
45.0 
47.9 

100.0 
100.0 

62.1 
55.0 
51. 9 

'100.0 
100. 0 
100.0 
100.Q 
34.3 
27.5 
46..4 
4..0.0 
44.0 

100.0 

570 
24 

117 
186 

1,310 
9 

85 

""i;i5i' 
2 
.5 
2 

100 
1 
1 

11 
2.5 

89 
134 
23.8 

138 
'i'4 
81 
3 

28 

1 
814 
49 

146 
210 

l, 881 
11 

129 
2 

160 
2,523 

3 
69 
22 

190 
3 · 
5 

20 
48 

1 ' 
81 

235 
298 
495 

2 
1 
3 
1 

210 
102 
151 

5 
50 
3 

1'1umber and fJ& cent of foreign-born, employees, ew.-Ccntinued. 

Speak Eng
lish. Do not 

Race or people. , _____ , speak 
Eng- Total. 

Num- Per 
ber. cent. 

lish. 

-------------------!-------------
.Scandinavian ..............•...... : • ·-•...••.•..... 4.51 87.6 64 515 
Scotch ...................... _ ........ _ .....•....... 53 100.0 53 
Scotch-Irish ......••.....•......•..•..•... ·- ...... . 1 100.0 1 
Servian ..........•.•••...•....... - ·-············· 14 14. 7 81 95 
Slav ........ _ .......•.......... ··--. ___ .-···-···-. 71 37.2 120 191 
Slovak .............. ___ ........ ··-·-· ..•• ·-·- .•...... 14.'i 40.4 214 359 
Slovenian .......• ·- •.... ·-· .... ·-----·--·---· --- 327 79.0 81 414 
Syrian .......... _. ___ ... ·- ..... ··-~···· .•.•• ·-.·-· 1 100.0 1 

i47:i:~~:::::: :: : ::: :: : ::: : : : : : ::::~:::~:::: :::: .68 62.4 41 109 
3 100.0 3 

Notreported ..••. ·-·············-----~------ 2MJ 53...5 209 449 
---- ------

Total .....••.• ~- •••..••.•• ·--------- 4, 917 48.6 5,197 10,11! 

- Only 48.6 per cent of the employees considered in this table can speak 
English. A considerable number of the races reported 100 per cent 
able to speak English, but the number of persons involved is too small 
upon which to base a conclusion. .Austrians report 30 per cent; Croa
tians, 30.8 per cent; Magyars, 34.3 per cent; Slavs, '37.2 per cent; and 
Slovaks, 40.4 per cent speaking English, while the Italians report 55.2 
per cent; Finnish, 54.4 per cent; Slovenians, 79 per cent ; and Scandi
navians, 87.6 per cent who speak Engl1sb. 
Number and per cent of foreign-born employees of the Oliver fron .Mining 

Co., 5 years in the United States_. uh-o have become naturalized, May 
1, 19(!1, by race or people. 

{Data supplied by th~ OUver Iron Mining Co. Figures do not include 
68 persons not reporting as to naturalization.] 

N a.turalized. 
Not 

Race ()f people. natu- Total. 
Num- Per ralized. 
ber. cent. 

-------------------!-----------
Arabian ......................................................... . 
Austrian.......................................... 52 33. 5 
Bohemian ................................. _....... 9 52.9 
Bosnian .............•....•................................. -- .... 
Bulgarian ••• _: .....• -.............................. 2 25.0 
Croatian. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 73 24. 6 
Czech. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 100. 0 
Dalmatian .•....•......•..•••.............. ·-..... 2 15. 4 
Dutch............................................. 2 100.0 

=t::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~16 ~u 
Flemish ........•..•...... ·-····································· 
French............................................ 40 81.6 
French-Canadian.................................. 9 50. 0 
German ...................... ·-··················· 41 6 .3 
Greek.························-··················· 1 100.0 
Hebrew.·-........................................ 3 100. 0 
Hervat ............................................ -······· -···--· 
Hungarian........................................ 6 50. 0 
Indi:l:n ....••.................•................. ·- ............... . 
Irish .....•............•.................... : ...... 65 'in.8 
Italian............................................ 22 30.6 
I talian (north)..................................... 35 .34.3 

k~:in~~~~~~!::: :: : ::~~:~ :: :: : :: : :: : ::: : :: : : : : : :: : ..... ~~ ... ~~: ~. 
Lithuanian ........•............................................. _ 
Magyar............................................ 7 13. O 
Polish............................................. 11 25. O 
Russian........................................... 5 41. 7 
Ruthenian......................................... 1 33.3 
Scandinavian...................................... 242 €9. 5 

Scotch. .... · - ·············-························ 33 82.5 Scotch-Irish....................................... 1 100. O 

1 
103 

8 
4 
6 

224 

ll 

23 
578 

1 
9 
9 

19 

6 
6" 
1 
9 

5-0 
67 

121 
1 
1 

47 
33 

7 
2 

106 
7 ,. 

Servian............................................ 1 11.1 8 
Slav............................................... 21 31. 45 
Slovak............................................. 42 21. 1 93 

~~T::~::::: :::::::: :::::: :: : :::: :::: ::: ::: : ::::~ ..... ~~- .. ~: ~ - ~ 
Tyrolese... . . . . • . . . • . • • . . . . . • • • • • • • • • • . . . .• . • . . . • . . • 27 60. 0 18 
Welsh............................................. 3 100.0 ..••.... 
Notreported·-···································· 83 48.5 88 

1 
155 
17 

4 
8 

';;97 
1 

13 
2 

137 
888 

1 
49 
18 
ro 
1 
3 
'6 

12 
1 

74 
72 

102 
174 

1 
1 

54 
44 
12 
3 

348 
40 
1 
9 

66 
135 
119 

l 
-45 
3 

171 

Total .....•.. ·-······························ 1,351 42.9 1,798 3,149 

There have been naturalized 42.9 l'er cent of those who have been in 
the United States five years. Abou one-third of the Austrians1 Finns, 
Italians, Slavs, and Slovaks have availed themselves of citizenship 
through the naturaliza tion laws. Over 80 per cent of the English 
Irish, and Scotch and 69.5 per cent of the Scandinavians are naturalized: 
:Number and per cent of foreign-born employees of the Oliver Iron Min-

ing Oo., 21 yewrs of age ai.u.t ov er, r eporting conjugal condition, May 1, 
:m07, bV race or people. 

{Data supplied by the {)liver Iron Mining Co.] 

Race or people. 

Married. 

Num
ber. 

Per 
cent. 

Single. Total 

-------~-----------!----·-------· 

Arabian.' ......................... · ...................... '. ...... :· .. 
Austrian.......................................... 343 52. 3 
"Bohemian......................................... 21 52. 5 
Bosnian........................................... 78 63. 4 

1 
313 

19 
36 

1 
656 

40 
114 
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Number and per cent of foreign-born employees, etc.-Contlnued. 

Race or people. 

Married. 

Num- Per 
ber. cent. 

Single. Total. 

---,,----------------1-----------
Bulgarian ___ -·- __ ·- .. --·--·-----·-·-·-··----····-· 118 64.8 64 182 
Croatian __ •• ___ .~··--··-.·---.·-··--··-·---···-··- 903 58. 4 642 l,545 
Czech ..... _.·- -.---··- -···· · __ ··---. __ .-·-.------- 4 40. 0 6 10 
Dalmatian-·-·····-·····-···-·--·--·•····-·····-·· 73 74.5 25 98 
Dutch.·--·--·-·--·--··-········-·--··-··-·-···-··- 1 50.0 1 2 
English. ______ ... ____ -· -_· ·---------·-- -----·····. 89 58. 2 64 153 

~~-.-.: ::: :: :: :: :::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::: : S<Yf iU 1,3~ 2,~ 
French_ . _ .. ... . .... _ . _ . ___ _ . _ ••. _ .... _ ..•.. _ • • . • . . 41 63. 1 24 65 
French-Canadian ...... _ ...••••• ___ .•.•••••••••• _. . 21 95. 5 1 22 
German ....... ··-····-···-·····--··_··----........ 100 58. 8 70 170 
Greek ... ·····-··-··· · - - -·····--·-·--··-"··-·-···-· · 2 66. 7 1 3 
Hebrew.-·····-------·-·-·-····-·-···--····-······ 1 33. 3 2 3 
Hervat. ·-·- --··· -··---··· ·- --·--·-- --·------- -· 10 52.6 9 19 
Hungarian .... -·· ___ .·- .. ___ _ .-·- .•. ··--··--··-··· 27 62. 8 16 43 
Indian-- ·--·-· ·-·--- ··-· ··- -····-····--··----····- .••.•... ·-·-·-· 1 1 
Irish . __ .... ___ . _ .. _ .. _ ..... __ . __ ... _ •....• _ ..... _. 36 45. O 44 80 
Italian .. _._ .. ___ ..•. _ .... __ _ . __ ....• _ ..••••..•. _._ 106 50. 7 103 209 

~:P~:~~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::·:::: M~ ~~:~ m ~ 
Japanes3 ..•.. ---··-··--·-·----······-·---··---···· .•..•... ···--·- 1 1 
Korean .....• .. __ ..... ·- .... ··-----------··· ____ -· - 1 100. 0 1 
Lithuanian.·----- __ -·-_--------·- __ ---- ·- ----··-·· 1 33.3 2 3 
Macedonian_·----·-···-······-·····:·········-···- 1 100.0 1 

~m:~0~iii:::::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1~ ~g !~ 1rs 
Polisb .. . .. . ..... . -············· ·· ····-········ ··-· 65 47.4 · 72 137 
Roumanian ... ·--·····- · ·····-··-······-·····---·- 4 80.0 1 5 Russian. __ .. __ . ___ . __ .. __ .·--. ___ ·-·- ··--_ .... ___ . 23 53.5 20 43 
Ruthenian .. ____ . __ . _ ·- __ ·- .. -· ·- .. . ..... ---·- ·- _. 2 100. 0 2 
Scandinavian.-··--····--- ·-·-·······-·······----·- 225 47.5 249 474 
Scotch_ ..... ... . ....... .... --- ·-·· ·· ·--···········- 28 54.9 23 51 
Scotch-Irish __ --·······---····-··-·······-·-···-··· 1 100.0 1 
Servian . . .. . _ ... __ .. ·- __ .. ___ ..... ··-··· .••.••.••.. 31 46.3 36 67 
Slav.··-----:-------·-·-····· ···········--········· 95 57.2 71 166 
Slovak ....•......... ·-····-·-············-·--····· 167 54.6 139 ~~ 
~lo~enian . .. ·· ··········· ··· ··· ······· · ········-·· . 202 56.6 15f 1 

~;~~~~:: ::::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::: ::::: ..... ~ ... ~I 6g 10: 
Not reported .......... ...... .... _ .....•..... _.. . . . . 235 58. 8 165 400 

Tomi. ................ ~~ ..... - ..... - - - · - · • · · · 4.538 51.6\4:258---s.796 
l\fr. 1\IILLER. Will the gentleman give. the figures showing 

that'? 
Mr. ST..A.l\TLEY. I will. 
l\Ir. MILLER. From what is the gentleman reading'/ 
Mr. STANLEY. From Commissioner Netll's report of 1907 

and 1908. Here is a report of 1908 giving the total of--
Mr. DO NOV AN. l\fr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. I 

was present a few moments ago when the gentleman from Ten
nessee [l\Ir. AusTIN] was suppressed for not speaking to the 
subject matter before this House. I raise the point of order 
that the gentleman from Kentucky is not speaking to the sub
ject matter before the House. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman from 
Connecticut if he will withhold that until the gentleman from 
Kentucky--

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut makes 
the point of order that the gentleman from Kentucky is not 
addressing himself to the amendment before the House. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman will 
permit me to correct a statement that bas been made. 

Mr. DO NOV AN. l\Ir. Chairman, I submit that this ought to 
be fair. The gentleman from Tennessee was suppressed, and 
he was put into a position that needed to be explained, and 
there ought to be some limit to these gentlemen who are old 
Members of the House. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAl~. The ger;tleman from Connecticut makes 
the point of 01:der, and the Chair sustains the _point of order. 

l\fr. S'.rANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I will state to the gentleman 
that I will put into the RECORD a statement showiug 10,139 em
ployees-Arabian, Austr.ian, Bohemian, . Bosn~an~ Bulgar~an, 
Croatian, Czech, Dalmatian, Dutch, English, F1nn1sh, Flemish, 
French--

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut makes 
the point of order, and the Chair sustains the point of order. 

l\lr. STANLEY. I am talking about iron ore-Japanese, 
Korean, Macedonian, Magyar, Montenegrin, Polish, Roumanian, 
and Russian, giving the numbers--

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order. I 
haYe no obj2ction to the gentleman talking, as far as I am con
cerned, but iron ore is not the subject under discussion at this 
time. 

~fr. STANLEY. I have concluded, Mr. Chairman. [Laugh-
ter.] . , 

0 1\Ir. MANN. In violation of the rules of the House the gen-
tleman bas concluded. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAD
DEN] is recognized. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I submit there is no amend-
ment pending. 

Mr. MADDEN. I move to strike out the last word. 
The CHAIRMAN. Of course, that amendment was pending. 
Mr. PALMER. But debate on it has been exhausted. 
Mr. MADDEN. Then I move'to strike out the last two words. 

Mr. Chairman, there seems ·to be a good deal of controversy 
here as to what constitutes an American citizen, whether any
body has a right to work in any employment in this country 
except a man who is born on American soil. There seems to be 
an attempt made to discredit men who have been born some
where else than in America. 

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point o:t order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of 

order. · · 
Mr. DONOVAN. The gentleman from Illinois is not speaking 

to the subject before the House. [Laughter.] 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 
Mr. :MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I was endeavoring to reply 

to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STANLEY] . 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the Chair sus

tained the point of order made by the gentleman from Con
necticut to the remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. BUTLER. The gentleman from Kentucky talked on, 
however. 

Mr. ?ifADDEN. I desire to discuss the point of order, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has sustained the point of order. 
Mr. MADDEN. Then the Chair does ·not care to hear argu

ments upon it? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is pretty clear in his own mind 

on that proposition. The gentleman from Illinois will proceed in 
order. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentlem::m's point 
of order is not well taken, for the reason that in a discussion 
of the question of this tariff bill or of any section or any para
graph of the bill it seems to me we have a right to enter into 
every phase of the question so that we may be enabled to act 
intelligently upon it when we are called upon to vote. It seems 
to me that labor is one of the essential elements in the con
sideration of the question of the tariff, and that the question 
of whether a man is an American citizen · or whether he has a 
right to live here if he is not one is one of the questions to be 
considered. It does not make any difference whether a man 
was born in England, Ireland, Scotland, or Wales, he ought to 
have a right to live wherever he may be, and ought to have 
the right to work wherever he can find employment. There was 
a time not many years ago, during the history of my short expe
rience, when the men who did the mining, ·the work that is 
being done in these mines, preparing the ore for ·the mills, came 
from England, Ireland, Scotland, and Wales. 

The time came when the children of these men attended the 
public schools of the United States and assimilated with the 
American people, became identified with American institutions, 
became lovers of the American flag. They went from these 
lowly employments in other walks of life. They became 
doctors, and merchants, and lawyers, and bankers, and manu
facturers--

SEVERAL MEMBERS. And Congressmen. 
l\fr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I demand the regular order. 
Mr. MADDEN. They became acti'rn instruments in the 

development of the institutions of the Nation. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentueky demands 

the regular order. 
l\fr. MADDEN. I am discussing this point o:f order, l\Ir. 

Chairman. [Laughter.] 
Mr. POWERS. The Chair has ruled on the point of order. 
Mr. MADDEN. No; the Chair allowed the gentleman to 

discuss the point of order, and that is what I am discussing. 
The CHAIRMAN. Well, the disposition of the Chair, nat

urally, as the gentleman knows, is to give every man a chauce. 
Mr. MADDEN. I do not often take ut> the time of the Ilou e. 
The CHAIRMAN. But where there is a demand for the 

enforcement of the rule, of course the Chair must enforce the 
rule, and the gentleman from Illinois knows the rule. 

~fr. MADDEN. I do, and, Mr. Chairman, I am trying to 
discuss the point of order as best I can.- [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. MADDEN. I hope the committee will indulge me iu a 

discussion of this question. I hope the· gentleman who made the 
point of order will withdraw it, because I think this is an 
important phase of this question and I hope I may be per
mitted to proceed. 
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Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, I suggest the gentleman be do this work. Wbo is the American? What is the American? 

allowed to continue his remarks in the RECORD. What did he come from that he has any special rights? How 
.Mr. MADDEN. I do not care to do that; I do not do that. many men would be here to-day sitting on these seats if their 
The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded. fathers and mothers and grandfathers and grandmothers had 
Mr. MADDEN. I will get an opportunity to object to some not come from across the sea? Where did these men who 

things which gentlemen may want. to do one of these days and are talking about Americans come from? ·what kind of 
I will do it. Now, I ask unanimous consent that I may be meat do they eat th~t makes them so great? I want to say to 
allowed to proceed. ; the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STANLEY] and anybody else 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unan- on this floor, that men coming from any part of Europe who are 
imous consent that he may be alJowed to proceed. willing to work should be welcome to our shores. I have noth';.. 

Mr. GUDGER. Mr. Chairman, I object. I hope the gentle- ing to say of any man--
man will avail himself of the opportunity-- . Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Do you include the Chinese? 

Mr. MADDEN. No one else has been objected to in this Mr. MADDEN. I do not include the orientals, but I mean 
manner. . from any place in Euro.pe, in all the Caucastan race, whether 

Mr. PALMER . . l\Ir. Chairman, I would not like to object to he is a south Italian or north Italian, an Irishman, an English
the gentleman continuing, but the gentleman from Alabama, ; man, a Scotchman, a Swede, a German, an Austrian, a ·Hun.-
who is in ·charge of the bill, has declared it his purpose-- ; garian, or whatever he may be. And I want to say to you, Mr. 

Mr. MADDEN. I only want five minutes. ' Chairman, and to you, gentlemen of this committee, that it is a 
Mr. PALMER. The gentleman has spoken more than five 

1 
slander upon the human race to say that because a man comes 

minutes, has declined that the five-minute rule be· extended, and from some other country and can not speak the English lan
.in his absence I do not think the gentleman from Illinois ought guage he is unworthy of consideration as a workman in the 
to ask any further time. mines, in the fields, on the farm, and in the factories of the 

Mr. MADDEN. I am not going to ask any further favors-- United States, where we need brain and brawn to create the 
Mr. GUDGER. Mr. Chairman, I have objected. wealth to push forward the great industrial development _of 
Mr. MADDEN. I only want the same indulgence that has which we are all so proud. [Loud applause.] 

been accorded the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STANLEY]. The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
1\Ir. GUDGER. I hope the other side will object to Mr. ment wm be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

STANLEY or anybody else if they try to speak again. The Clerk read as follows : 
Ml'. MADDEN. All right; it will take more time, and if you 112. Steel ingots, cogged ingots, blooms and slabs, die blocks or 

· are going .to object we will show you how to object. blanks, billets and bars, and tapered or beveled bars; mill shafting, 
M GUDGER Th ill b · · ul · pressed, sheared, or stamped shapes, not advanced in value or condi· 

r. · en we W rrng Ill a r e. tion by any proces.s or operation subsequent to the process of stamping·; 
Mr. MADDEN. Bring in your rule; go ahead, bring it in. hammer molds or swaged steel; gun-barrel molds not in bars; all de-
1\;lr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that scription·s and shapes of dry sand, loam, or iron molded steel castings, 

d b t th. h 1 · fi · t sheets, and plates, if made by the Bessemer, Siemens-Martin open-
e a e on is paragrap c ose in ve mmu es. hearth, or similar processes, not containing alloys, such as nickel, chro-
Mr. P ALMEU. Does the gentleman from Illinois want five mium , tungsten or wolfram, molybdenum, titanium; iridium, uranium, 

minutes? · tantalum, boron, and similar alloys, and steel not specially provided for 
Mr. MANN. I am going to ask that my colleague have five in this section, 10 per cent ad valorem; steel ingots, cogged ingots, 

blooms and slabs, die blocks or blanks ; billets and bars and tapered O!' 
minutes. beveled bars ; pressed, sheared, or stamped shapes not advanced in value 

Mr. PALMER. I submit that the colleague of the gentleman or condition by any process or operation subsequent to the process of 
from Illinois has been discussing the question now for five min- stamping ; hammer molds or swaged steel ; gun-barrel molds not in bars ; 

alloys used as substitutes for steel in the manufacture of tools; all 
utes or more and I think we ought to proceed. descriptions and shapes of dry sand, loam, or iron molded castings, 

l\Ir. MANN. I am trying to proceed. The request was made sheets, and plates; rolled wire rods in coils or• bars not smaller than 
to close debate in five minutes. No. 6 wire gauge, and steel not specially provided for in this section, 

all the foregoing when made by the crucible, electric, or cementa tion 
Mr. PALMER. Well, I will join the gentleman's request. process, either with or without alloys, and finished by rolling, hammer-
The CHA.IR.MAN. Unanimous consent is asked that debate mg, or otherwise, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

close in five minutes, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MADDEN] .l\fr. PALMER. l\Ir. Chair!Illln, I offer an amendment. 
to be recognized for five minutes. Is there objection? [After a The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
pause.] 'l'he Chair hears none. an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. PALMER. That is, debate on this paragraph and all The Clerk read as follows: 
amendments thereto. Amend, page 29, line 19, after the word "shafting," strike out the 

The OHAIRl\IAN. On this paragraph and all amendments comma and insert a semicolon. 
thereto. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair The CHAIR.l\iIAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
hears none. ment. 

Mr. MADDEN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I was saying when I The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
was interrupted [laughter] that the time came when the sons of Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I also offer the following 
the ruen who came from the north of Europe left the lowly amendment. 
employments and went into other employments of life. The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

Then the Germans came on to the scene, and they took the - The Clerk read as follows: 
places of these men who came from England, Ireland, Scotland, Page. 29, line 24, after the word "plates," strike out the coin.ma and 
and Wales. They did this kind of work. They were not Ameri- insert " ; all the foregoing." 
can citizens when they came, but their children grew, and they The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
went to our schools and became American citizens; and in the ment. 
process of evolution they left this kind of employment and be- The amendment was agreed to. 
came factors in the development of the great industrial insti- Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I also offer a further amend-
tutions of this country, and they are potential factors in the ment. 
life of the Nation to-day and among our best American citizens. The CHAIR.MAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
Following them, the Swedes came, and the process of evolution The Clerk read as foU.ows: 
went on exactly the same. Their children are doctors, and Page 30, line 1, after the word "nickel," insert the words "cobalt, 
lawyers, and merchants, and bankers, and fill every other walk vanadium." · 
of life, and are doing the things that make for the best good The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
of the people of this great Nation. Following them came the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
Poles, and the same process of evolution went on with them. The amendment was agreed to. 
Their sons and their daughters are influential factors in the Mr. PALMER. l\fr. Chairman, I offer a further amendment. 
life of this Nation. They are among the best American citizens. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
And following them were the men from the north of Italy, and a further amendment which the Clerk will report . . 
the same thing . went on with them, and their boys and girls The Clerk read as follows: 
grew into manhood and womanhood. They are American citi- Page 30, line 3, strike out the words "and steel not specially pro-
zens, and they love our flag and our institutions and are as vided for in this section." 
patriotic as any other of our citizens. [Applause.] Following The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend--
them came the Austrians, and the same process of evolution ment. 
went on with them, and their boys and girls are now men and The amendment was agreed to. 
women; are now American citizens, living under the protection Mr. P AL1\IER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
of the American flag and ready to fight for the flag whenever ment. 
need be. They are the ' men we have heard traduced as inen The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
who work in the lowly walks of life to-day. Some men nirist an amendment which the Clerk will report. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
- rs.ge 30, line 17, after the word "otherwise," insert the words 

.,., and .all steels by r;vbatever process made containing alloys sueh as 
nickel, C-Obalt, ':Vanadium, chromium, tungsten, wolfram, molybdenum 
titanium, 'iri.dium, uranium, tantalum, boron, and similar alloys." ' 

l\Ir. MANN. l\Ir. Chairman, what rates do those now b.ear, 
according to the !)ill? 

l\1r. PALMER. Under the present law? 
Mr. MANN. Under the present law and according to the bill 

as it stood before. 
Mr. PALMER. I will say this to the gentleman in explana

tion: We have made a ne-w classification in this paragraph for 
cru·cible steels, giving them a rate of 5 per cent higher than 
the Bessemer or ·open-hearth ·steels. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
there? 

.M:r. PALMER. Just a m-0ment. Under the present law the 
equiYnlent ad yalorem rates are about 22 per cent on all the 
products covered by this paragraph. However, the crucible
s.tee! ·products are such a small proportion of the total of im
po1·ts that the 22 per cent is not a fair statement of the real 
equivalent ad valorem -0n the crucible steels, which is very mueh 
higher. Therefore, in writing this paragraph we have reduced 
the rate on iBes~mer and open-hearth steel covered by the 
paragraph from about ~2 per cent to 10 per cent, and on the 
erucible ·Steels from something higher than 22 per cent-it is 
impossible to say just what-to 15 per cent. 

Now, the effect of the amendments which I have just offered 
is simply to make certain that purpose o-f making this differ
ence in classification between open-hearth Bessemer steels on 
the one hand and crucible steels or ulloy steels on the other. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PALMER. I yield. 
l\Ir. ANDERSON. ils it not a fact that on most of the articles 

mentioned .in this paragraph the duty has been increased over 
the bill of last year from 10 to 15 per cent? 

Mr. PALMER. Oh, no. The bill of lust year carried this 
paragraph at lO per cent.. 

Mr. ANDERSON. It now carries it at 15 per cent. 
Mr. PALMER. Not at all. The bill carries the Bessemer or 

open-hearth .or ordinary process steel at 10 per cent, the same as 
last year, and those are the preponderating imports and manu
factures of steel, as any gentleman who ha.s given the matter 
investigation will show you, while the crucible steels, of which 
about 100,000 tons are produced · in the United States per an
num, are •reduced to 15 per cent: 

Mr. ANDERSON. But they are increased in the bill of a 
year ago. 

Mr. PALMER. The crucible steels are higher than in the bill 
of a year ago, but the gentleman said we were increasing all 
the articles covel'ed in this paragraph. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I said most of theni. 
Mr. PALMER. That is a mistake. The crucible steels are a 

very small proportion of the articles covered by this paragraph. 
Mr. ANDERSON. l'ifr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 

last word. 
. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [l\Ir. 
ANDERSON] moves to strike out the la.st word. 

l\Ir. ANDERSON. The paragraph just read and the one that 
follows afford additional evidence of the eleventh-hour con
version of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] to 
protective ideas. The gentleman himself admits that some pro
portion at least of the articles named in the paragraph just 
read have been increased from 10 to 15 per cent. On paragraph 
113, which follows, the duty has been increased to 20 per cent. 
On articles mentioned in paragraph 114, grit, shot, and so 
forth, the duty has been increased from 20 per cent in the . 
Underwood bill of the last Congress to 30 per cent in the 
pending bill. ![ am not complaining about the conversion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER]. My regrets are 
directed to the fact that his conversion, tending toward the · 
protective tariff, has not included the agricultural schedule. I 
bad hoped that it might extend to some of the products raised 
in the great Northwest. My regret is that the gentleman £eems 
to have greater consideration for the Steel Trust and the steel 
industry thari he has for the agricultural interests of the great 
Northwest. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma 
amendment will be considered as withdrawn. The question is 
on the amendment proposed by the gentleman from '.Pennsyl- . 
vania {Mr. PALMER]. . . 

The amendment was agreed' to. 
Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The genUeman from Pennsylvania offers 

an amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The dierk read as follows : 
Amend, page 30, line 17, by inserting after the words "ad valorem" 

a s~icolo~ ·and the following; " Provided, That none of the articles 
berem s_peciiied sh.all b~ admitted to the United States until it shall be 
sho~n to the sat1sfacti?n of the Secretary of the Treasury tha.t the 
foreign labo1· ~mployed m the production or manufacture thereof shall 
have been paid wages equal to wages paid tor .similar labor in the 
United States." 

l\~r. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
,agamst that ·amendment that ·it is not germane to the para
graph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Penru;ylvania makes 
a point of order against the amendment of his colleague [Mr. 
MOORE]. 

Mr. MOORE. l\fr. Chairman, that am·endment is in different 
form from the <me upon which -the Chair ruled yesterday and it 
~s made pertinent to the paragraph itself. I think it is ~ntirely 
m order, and I would like to discuss it for a moment if the 
Chair cares to have me do it. ' · 

The CHAIRMAN. The Ohair will hear the gentleman on the 
point M order. 

Mr. MOORE. The paragraph fixes tariff rates upon steel 
ingots, cogged ingots, Llooms, and slabs, and so forth, and other 
products of iron :and steel, with a view to protecting their manu
facture in the United States; or, rather, with a view to raising 
reTenue for the Government ~f the United States. The amend· 
ment. which I have offered proposes to put .a limitation upon 
the kind of commodities that may come into the United States 
as provided in the paragraph. I assume it is within the prov
ince of the House to say that if the wages paid for the man11· 
facture of iron and steel products in the United States are twiee 
or three times as high as the wages paid for similar l.abor in 
fo_reign countries that goods shall not be admitted in competition 
with the labor of the United States, if the foreign wages paid 
were 1ess. 

The purpose of this amen~nt is so to define the I.aw that a 
Secretary of the Navy, for instance, who gives instructions bv 
direction of Congress to :.n American manufacturer of iron and 
steel that he must li~it the hours of labor to eight, may, by the 
same token, be permitted to say to a foreign manufacturer who 
is competing with the American laborer that the wages paid for 
the product which it is proposed to put into the ships of the 
United States or any other commodity. of the United States sha.11 
conform to the American wage. . 

Th-e CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman concluded'? 
Mr. MOORE. Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair ruled yesterday afternoon on a 

proposition very similar to this. Whether or not there is a 
place in the bill where this might he in ordet', the Ohair will not 
undertake to say at this time; but the Chair holds that it is not 
germane to this paragraph and sustains the point of order. The 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk :read as follows : 
115. Rivet, screw, fence, nail, and other iron or steel wire rods 

wbetJ;ier round, <?Val, or square, or in any other shape, and flat rods up 
to .6 ~ehes .in width re~y t<? be d~awn ?r rolled into wire, all the fore
gomg m coils or other ise, mcluding wire rods and iron or steel bars 
cold rolled, cold drawn, cold hammered, or polished in any way in addi: 
tlon to the ordinary process of hot rolling or hammering 10 per cent 
ad valorem: Providea( That all round iron or steel rods 'smaller than 
No. 6 wire gauge shal be classed .and dutiable as wire. 

Mr. PALMER. l\1r. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 

an amendment, whi.ch the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 30, line 25, insert after the word "wire" the words "'or stl'ips." 
The CHAIRl\1A.N. The question is on the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk 1·ead us follows: 
116. Round Iron· or steel wire ; wire composed of iron, steel or other 

metal, except gold or silver, covered w1th cottoni silk, or other 'material · 
corset clasps, corset steels, dress steels, and al fl.at wires and steel ui 
strips not thicker than No. 15 wire gauge and not exceeding 5 inches in 
width, whether in long or short lengths, in coils or otherwise and 
wbetber rotled or drawn through dies OT roUs, or otherwise prod~ced · 
telegraph, . telephone, and other wires and cables composed of metal and 
rubber, or of metal, rubber. and other materials ; iron and steel wire 
coated by dipping, galvanizing, or similar process with zinc, tin or 
other metal ; all other wire not specially provided for in this section 
.and .a.rtieles manufactured wholl,y or in chief value of any wire or wires 
provided for in this section ; all the foregoingi 20 per cent ad valorem · 
wire heddles and bealds, 25 per cent ad va orem ; wire rope, 30 per 
cent ad vaiorem. 

Mr. TREADWAY. llr. Chairman, I desire to .offer an amend-
ment. · 

The ·OHATRMAN. The gentleman f1;om Massachusetts fMr. 
TREADWAY] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : · 
Page o1, line 22, after the words "ad valorem," at the end of para

graph 116, insert the following: "Fourdrinier wires and bronze, brass, 
~il~~f£~; wire cloth, partly or wholly manufactured, 45 per cent ad 
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l\Ir. TREADW A.Y. Mr. Chairman, yesterday we heard a 

good cleal said by the gentleman from New York [Mr. I!ABRI
soN] about this tariff bill not being prepared in behalf of the 
manufacturing interests of the country. I wish to submit that. 
in connection with the amendment -I have offered, it is not 
prepared in behalf of the laboring people of this country. 
It happens that in my district there are two mills making 
what is known as Fourdrinier wire or wire cloth used in paper 
manufacturing. I was waited on last week by representatives 
of the American Wire Weavers' Protective Association. They 
are laboring .men who work at the loom making that wire 
cloth, and they ask that the present rate of duty on wire prod
ucts be retained, in order that they may maintain their families 
aud homes in this country and not be obliged to submit to the 
rivalry and competition of England and France in their line of 
employment. They are a high-grade class of working people. 
I have letters here showing the way in which they stand with 
their employers. They have not asked in 25 years for any in
crease of wage. They are receiving on an average about $4 
per day, or $25 per week, in comparison with the same class of 
work in England at $10 to $12 per week and in Germany at $6 
to $7 per week. It is impossible for the rates of wages which 
are now being paid to continue at any less duty than now ap
pears under the basket clause in this schedule. Consequently 
I ask that the rate be restored on this wire-doth manufacture, 
that these man may continue to receive employment at home. 

Mr. GRAHAl\1 of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 
I would like to ask him why they pay so much more in England 
than they do in Germany? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I can not yield; I have only five minutes. 
The wage in this country, as I ha·rn stated, is $25 per week and 
in Germany for the same class of work the employees receive 
$6 to $7 per week. Now, at an average price of 22 cents per 
square foot, which 60-mesh wire costs, the laboring man has 
50 to 60 per cent, and as the fineness of the wire increases a 
greater proportion goes to the man at the loom. At the present 
rate of duty foreign competitors can undersell our manufac
turers in the home market. 

Yesterday there was adopted in the 1\!assachusetts· Legisla
ture resolutions to this honorable body, not because the Demo
cratic governor sent a special message to the legislature upon 
the subject of the tariff, but because just such industries as the 
one to which I now refer and hundreds of others in our State 
realize what the effect of the adoption of this bill will mean to 
the working men and women of the State. Massachusetts 
believes in the spirit of protection-protection to the laboring 
man-and it is on that account that they memorialize this 
Congress. 

I desire, Mr. Chairman, if I may, to submit an extract from 
these resolutions, and I also desire to submit a brief that was 
submitted to the Ways and Means Committee by the American 
Wire Weavers' Protective Association, and also a letter from 
one of the manufacturers, in which he speaks of the standard of 
these employees. We ask, therefore, that the same rate of duty 
which applies to this line of goods be retained in the present 
bill. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The matters referred to are as follows: 
PROTECTIVE TARIFF URGED-MASSACHUSETTS LEGISLATURE MEMORIAL

IZES CONGRESS AT REQUEST OF GOV. FOSS. 

BOSTON, .A.priZ 29. 
In accordance with a request of Gov. Foss expressed 1n a special mes

sage, both branches of the legislature to-day adopted a resolution memo
rializing Congress. '.fhe resolution declares: 

" That the policy of opening the markets of the United States to the 
unrestricted competition of the rest of the world, advocated by the 
President in his message and the pending bill, which is a long step 
toward the complete establishment of that policy, appears to the legis
lahwe to be in direct contravention of the wishes of the voters of the 
United States, and especially of this Commonwealth, as expressed in the 
last election." 

It is urged that any tariff legislation should be based upon the pro
tective grinciple, that a tariff commission of disinterested experts be re-
~~~~~~d egef~~ ~~!f ~~~g:~~lk°ife~~rtunity be given those interested to 

BRIEF OF THE NATIONAL EXECUTIVE BOARD OF THE AMERICAN WIRE 
WE.AVERS' PROTECTIVE ASSOCIA.TIO~. -

NEW YORK CITY, N. Y., January 7, 1918. 
WAYS AND MEANS COMMITTEE, . 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. O. 
GE~TLEME~: We beg to file this sta.tement with your honorable body 

in the name of the iron, bronze, copper and brass, and other kinds of 
wire-cloth weavers of the United States. 

Understanding it to be the intention of the incoming Congress to 
revise the tai·iff schedules, we wish to urge for your consideration 
whatever claims om· industry may have, if not to an increase, at least 
to a retention of the presi>nt duty. 

We do not think it possible that there can be any reduction in the 
tariff on iron, bronze, copper and b1·ass, and other kinds of wire cloth 
if your honorable body is made acquainted with the facts of this 
indust1·y as we know them. 

Any reduction at this time will be detrimental to the interests of 
every wire weaver in this country as well as to the interests of the 
large number of workers in the allied branches of the trade. 

While the cost of living bas increased, the wages of the wire weavers 
of America are lowe1· to-day than they have been fo1· 30 years, lower, 
In fact, than they have been since the establishment of this industry 
in the United States; as a direct result of the importation of wire 
cloth from abroad a reduction of wages amounting to 20 per cent has 
been made necessary within the past year. 

Even under the present tariff many American wire weavers have been 
thrown out of employment by reason of German manufacturers finding 
a market for iron, bronze, copper and brass, and other kinds of wire 
cloth in the United States. There has been a considerable increase in 
these importations within the past year, making employment in some 
American factories less certain than formerly. 

The wire weavers in Germany work 60 hours per week. Tbis is 
10 hours per week longer than the American is required to work in 
the same line. There can be no comparison between the wages paid 
to the German wire weavers, a statement of which is herewith ap
pended, and those received by the weavers in this country for the 
same grade and class of work. Even taking into consideration any 
possible difference in the cost of living in Germany, as compared with 
the United States, the German wire weaver works for a wage so low 
that his standard of living can not approximate to that deemed neces
sary for the American mechanic. 

Under the present tariff, the German wire-cloth manufacturer is able 
to place his finished product in the American market at a price lower 
than bis American competitor. We think any reduction in the tadtr 
would ~Ive the German an unfair advantage. We believe it would 
mean discrimination against American labor, and tend to discourage 
the investment of capital in home enterprise. 

Again, we may cite the condition of the British wire-cloth manu
facturer. While they have not been of any great injury to the Ameri
can wire-cloth manufacturer, this possibly being due to the present 
rate of 45 per cent duty, and also to their higher rate of wages paid 
the British weaver over that of their German competitor, yet they, 
too, may become as serious a menace to the American manufacturer 
should a reduction of the tariff take place. We subm1t, herewith, a 
statement showing the rate of wages paid by the British manufacturer 
as compared with the American manufacturer. 

We know that you will not purposely retard the growth of any 
legitimate interest in our country, but as our product does not seem 
to be specifically classified under the present law it has seemed to us 
necessary to draw it to your attention in this way. We think you 
would be encomaging American labor as well as American capital in 
this case by protecting us against unfair foreign competition. 

If such encouragement is to be given we urge you, if you do not 
recommend an Increase in the duty, to see that the present tariff is 
maintained. We would not ask that this statement be filed if we 
were not fully convinced that a reduction in the tariff on iron, bronze, 
copper and brass, and other kinds of wire cloth, would be detrimental 
to the workers in whose interests we write and tend to interfere with 
the growth of a legitimate American industry. 

We have been given repeated assurances that no reduction in the 
tariff will be made by Congress if it can be shown that such a change 
will discourage the normal growth of legitimate business enterprises. 

We do not know, of course, that any change is contemplated in the 
case of iron, bronze, copper and brass, and other kinds of wire cloth. 
If any such change may be contemplated, we beg your honorable com
mittee to give us an opportunity of acquainting you with whatever 
facts we possess when the schedule is taken up. 

Thanking you in anticipation of a careful perusal .of the statements 
herein set forth, we beg to remain, 

Yours, very respectfully, 
AMERICAN WIRE WEAVERS' PROTECTIVE .AssOCLl.TIO"N. 
El. E. DESMOND, 

Secretary-Treasurer, 27 Woodland Avenue, Woodhaven, N. Y. 
.JOSEPH O'NEIL, S1 Brown Avenue, Holyoke, Jfa8&. 
PA.TRICK A. WATEns, 20 Bayard Street, Belleville, N. J. 

NATIONAL EXECUTIVE BOARD OF TH:Jl 
AMEBICAN Wnrn WEAVERS' PROTECTIVE AssOCl.A.TION, 

Holyoke, Mass., .Apr4' .f, 1918. 
Hon. ALLEN T. TREADWAY, M. c., 

Washington, D. O. 
DEAR Srn: Referring to your letter to Mr. li~red Child!, which he 

handed to me with request that I reply to the same, I beg to say that 
the brief filed by our committee at the time of hearing by the Ways 
and Means Committee covers the matter, and to which you have access. 

Trusting that things will turn out better than we expect, and thank
ing you for any efforts you may have put forth in our behalf nnd for 
anything you may do in the future, 

I am, very sincerely, 
ARCHIBALD .A. IlROOKS. 

LEE, MASS., Ma1·ch ea, 1918. 
Mr. ALLEN T. TREADWAY, 

House of Repnsentatives, Washington, D. 0. 
MY DEAR MR. Tnru.ow AY : I received your letter of the 15th instant, 

in regard to the tariff, and am sending you herewith some figures 
and statements. I trust you will do your best for me regarding this 
matter, and appreciate your kindness in sendin"" me the letter. 

The wire manufactnrers do not mean to be selfish or unjust in asking 
that the <lnty on our particular product remain, at least. where it is 
without any reduction. At present under the latest tariff ruling, the 
manufacturers of brass-wirl! cloth are protected by a duty of 45 per 
cent. This may seem like a very large duty, but it is warranted by the 
difference in labor conditions. We, with othe1· manufacturers, have figured 
very carefully the cost of making the brnss-wire cloth that we furnish our 
customers, and at the present price of copper, which is about n normal 
price, find that what we call No. 60 actually costs us from 21 cents to 
21! cents per square foot. Our customers use these grades of cloth in 
about four different meshes, No. 60, No. 65, No, 70, and No. 80. The 
No. 60 furnishes a fair illustration. As stated above, with very careful 
figuring we find that it costs us 21 cents to 2H cents, and ts sold to 
our tl'Ude in no case over 24 cents, and very frequently sold at 23 cents 
to 23! cents. This cost mentioned above does not figure any rebates for 
poor service, which is one of the sources of complaint and which we can 
not seem to overcome in any way. This alone adds about 2~ pet· cent 
to 3 per cent to .our cost of manufacture. Of our cost. our workmen 
get 50 per cent, or about 10 cents per squarli foot on the total of 21 
cents to 21! cents. 
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These men average $25 per week, very frequently running up to $35 
and $1$8 per week, not incfuding overtime, simply stra.ig,ht tlme
work, very seldom going below $15 or $16. It is piecework, hence the 
difference in the wages. 

In England the workmen get from $10 to $12 per week, and turn 
out practic:Uly the same amount as our own men. The looms are very 
similar in construction. In Germany, from which we have the strongest 
competition, the weaverS" get $6 and $7 per week. This enables the 
representatives of the German manufacturers to sell No. 60 wires in 
this country at 22 cents per square foot and pay freight, insurance, and 
45 per cent duty. To-clay the strongest competition is from Germany, 
and they are sending large quantities of their goods to this country. 
Onr own workmen are getting the same wages that they have for the 
last 25 or 30 years. Never in all that time have they made any demands 
on us for increase as the cost of Uving has increased. For the most 
part they are steady, faithful men, and of a high order of intelligence 
a.nd thrift. 

The lowerin~ of the duty, therefore, on our partlc:ular product would 
seem to indicate nothing but lower wages for them, or the stopping of 
some of the production in our line of goods in this country. If the 
lowering of the tariff reduces our income, as it necessarily must, and as 
the Government expects to tax incomes above a certain amount, it is 
simpiy losing this tax on incomes from the American manufacturer and 
encouraging the foreign manufacturer. We can not see it ln any other 
way, that it seems to be helping the business of the English and German 
manufaeturers at the expense of th~ American manufacturer. 

If there was a.n enormous profit on our- line of work, we might be 
able to stand something of a cut, b.ut 8 per cent does not seem to us 
to be an excessive p11ofit, and that 8 per cent is determin.ed very largely 
on whether we get the h!~hest or lowest p.rice mentioned above. The 
manufacturer who makes rus goods at a cost of 2H cents and sells them 
at 23 cents is not making 8 per cent. It would seem to us, therefore, 
as though we really needed protection. We have taken No. 60 as an 
illustration, but the same. truths apply to the other meshes. 

Hoping your assistance will prove satisfactory to the trade, I remain, 
Yours, very truiy, 

THISTLE WIRE Worurs, 
GEORGE W. ROBERTS. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from l\lassachusetts [1\Ir. TREADWAY]. 

The question wns taken, and the amendment was lost. 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairma~ I mo-ve to strike out the last 

word of the paragraph, that I may ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [l\Ir. PALMER] a question. I have had submitted 
to me a brief touching the telegraph, the telephone, and other 
wires. I am in ignorance on the subject of thi.s paragraph, upon 
what is known as telegraph and telephone wire. Will the gen
tleman please ten me whether or not a telegraph or telephone 
wire· covered with lead is included in this paragraph~ 

Mr. PALMER. I would say that it was 
Mr. BUTLER. I am asking for the gentleman's best impres

sion, bcause I know that he is familiar with it. It seems to me 
that it is. I understand that such a wire covered with lead 
will have on it a duty of 20 per eent? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be with-

"'lrawn. 
1\fr. GREiiJN of Iowa. 1\Ir. Chairman. I move to strike out 

.. he last two words. I would like to inquire why smooth wire 
is put cm the dutiable list while wire nu.ils and barbed wire is on 
the free list? 

l\fr. PALMER. We made the distinction very largely because, 
.following the bill of a year and a half ago known as the farmers' 
free-list bill, we wanted, where we could, to write a tariff bill 
in such a way as would bring the benefits of the reduction close 
home to the people. We know of nothing in the agricultural sec
tion of the country that is of more general use than this kind 
oi wi.re and wire fencing and other articles the gentleman names 
which we have put on the free list. It is in the interest of the 
consumer. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I understand the gentleman perfectly. 
It is because they put it on the free list a year ago that they 
now · wi.sh to put barbed wire and nails on the free list as a bid 
for the farmers' vote. 

Mr. PALMER. The country has approved of what we did 
in that matter [applause on the Democratic side], and we think 
they will approve of it again. 

Mr. GREEl~ of . Iowa. Oh, no; the country has not approved 
of that at all. The majority was against you; and the 
farmers are not clamoring for anything of that kind. This is 
simply another instance of the rule wb,ich has been applied in a 
number of instances throughout this bill,, where you have put 
a duty on the partly finished product and let the completed 
article mnde from it bear a highel' duty. Barbed wire is so 
cheap now that the farmer never thinks anything about it. and 
nails are so. cheap that a man can not afford to stop and pick 
up one when he drops it, and both of them have been made so 
by the applicution of the principle of i:trotection and the pro
tective tnriff tha.t has been put on these products by the Re
publican Party. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. 1\Li\.NN. l\Ir. Chairman, as I understand this bill it puts 
nail rods on the dutiable list, and nails made from nail rods 
on the free list. Am I correct? 

Mr. PALMER. Nails are on the free list. 

Mr . .l\.IAJ.~N. Nails are on the free list. I send to the Cierk~s 
desk and ask to ha -re read in my time letters from an inde
pendent manufacturing concern located in my dis b.ict, which 
makes tucks, nails, etc., as to the justice of the proposition. 

The CHAIRl\lAN, Without objection, the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Hon . .TA ms R. MANN, 

GRAND Cnoss1~0 TACK Co., 
Grand Orossing, Ill ., April 19, 191S. 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 
My DEAR MR. MANN: The tariff bill as introduced by Ir. ~mm· 

W~OD on April 7, 1913, which you so kindly sent to me, has been re
ceived, and I just wish to o!Ier a few comments that may be of more 
or less interest to you. · 

When this bill li'eaches the House the first move the Republicans 
shou~d make as soon as they have the opportunity would be to .amend 
its trtle by. calling it a bill to perpetuate the trustS" by insuring their 
great solidity and power to mon1>p0Iize, and then pass the bill just 
as it stands, which would give the country an everlasting monument of 
Dem_ocratic stupidity and wi e statesmanship. Tbis may seem sar
castic, but the real faets as they exist in the bill will demonstrate" that 
it is no- idle talk, as it is well illustrated in the iron and steel schedule 
and free-list section. 

Ask Mr. UNDERWOOD or any of his Democratic colleagues, or even the 
President himself, who fn all lo~ical reason of all the producers in this 
coa:ntry of. tacks, cut nails, wire nails, brad , staples, barbed wire, 
g~vanized fence wire and wire fence, is the best able to stand compe
tition against the world? Is it the ones who have their iron ore and eoal 
mines, steamship- and transportation companies, and blast furnaces in 
which they ea.n smelt the ore, and coar dug from their own mines and 
the same raw material brought in from otbe:r countries free of duty, 
or is it the hundred or more small producers of the above-named 
articles, whose raw material is either pig iron and scrap, or billets and 
sheet bars, or wire rads, or plain wire or sheets, who have been strug
gling for years in competition with the trust against the natural advan
tage the larger concern bas over them in their cheap raw material and 
the cost of converting that raw material to the point where the small 
concern goes into the market and buys his raw material and then 
finishes tbe conversi<>n and finally goes into competition with them to 
sell the finished product to .the consumers? There is only one an wer
the trust. And now the Government by the proposed btll is going to 
add anothel' burden to the small concern by taking away all of hi 
pos ibilities of profit by putting the above-named finished articles on the 
free list. leaving him to the mercy of the competition of the world in 
addition to his competition with the trust, and takes away all of the 
chance he might have to survive by leavin~ his raw IIUl.terial on the 

... dutiable list witn a duty of 8 per cent to 15 per cent, and depriving 
him of the chance of the world"s free competition in buying these 
articles which are his raw material. 

Surely this bill could be rightfully christened a bill to league the 
Government in helping the trust to crush all competition, becn..u e tha.t 
is what the passage of this bill will do in effect, and the faets bear 
out the argument; and if what I have said is not enough, look up and 
figure out what ettect the proposed changes on ferromanga.nese and 
ferro illcon will bear on this subject, as well as the pro.po ed duties 
on zinc in pigs, known in the market as spelter. From every angle that 
I can study the bill from the facts. which I know, they all point to the 
same common end-trust advantage, small manufacturers'. disadvantage 

Kindly plead with the dominant party to gi-ve us small manuf.netur r • 
at least an even chance by taking off the free list paragraphs 562 and 
649 and give them a duty commerusurate with the duty on kindred 
articles and the semh"aw material out of which these articles are made. 
If this can not be done, then be fair with us by giving us tree tl'ade 
on those semi.finished Iron and steel articles, which are our raw mate
rial, by putt1ng on the free list pig iron and scrap, ferrom.anga.nese 
fel."rosilicon , found in paragraph 106 ; ingots, blooms, slabs, billets and 
bars, found in paragraph 114 ; sheets of iron or steel, common or black 
skelp, iron or steel, found in paragraph 109 ; rivet, screw, fence nail' 
and other iron or steel wire rods, round, in coils, found in paragraph 
115, and all of paragraphs 166 and 167. They can not be fair and 
just to us small manufacturers who are trying to compete a.,.ainst the 
so-called Iron and Steel Trust, who own theb own raw material in the 
~ftt~~:.· unless they give us at least one or the other of the above propo-

1 fully realize the conditions as they now exist in Washington and 
the very slim chances that there are of any changes being mnde in the 
proposed t~ritr bill which is now before the Democratic caucus, but at 
the same time I wish to set the facts forth as they actually are and 
leave it t1> yon to- use them in any way that you may see fit, with the 
small hopes that possibly something might be done ta help us out in 
some way. 

Thanking you for the attention. that I know you will give to the 
subject, I a.m, 

Yours, very truly, 0 .. N. HUTCHINSON. 

- GRAND CROSSING TACK Co., 
G-t·ana Oro88ing, Ill., J<1J!,uar11 9, 1913. 

Hon . .JAMES R. MANN, 
House of Rf'presentatii:es,. Washington,, D. 0. 

MY DEAR Ma. MANN: I wish to lay before you an argument prepared 
by Mr. William F. Donovan, president of the Atlas Tack Co., Fairhaven 
Mass., in reference to the proposed new tariff bill in reference to tacks 
and small cut nails. I have read over this document, and I can give 
it my hearty indorsement. He seems t<> have stated nothing but facts, 
and has put them in a very terse manner. 

Of course, we presume it is hardly possible that any argument or 
facts that we can bring forth will have any influence upon the dominant 
party. Be that as it may, however, we believe it is advisable to file 
just as vigorous a protest as we possibly can, an<l we ask you to do 
everything in your power to that end. 

We sincerely hope that through theh" errors the business interests o-! 
this country will come back to their own again in a very sho-rt time. 

Yours, very. truly, 
0. N. HU'PCHINSC>N. 

JANUARY -, 1913. 
Sra: At a: recent conference of the manufaeturers of tacks and small 

nails relating to the proposed' new taritr bill, it was shown that any 
further reduction of the duty on this class of products would result in 
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very great hardship to the manufacturers of this country, and in .all 
probability in the importation of foreign goods to an extent wh1cp 
would put many of the>s!'l exclusively enga~£-d in that line out o~ bus1-
D('SS or compel a reduction in wages, which does not seem des1rnble, 

feal~ib~~~a~e e!~?d~~;s~g~et even in the tariff bill of 1909 an unjust dis
crimination was made against this class of products, and we were only 
saved from foreign importations under the existing duty because of the 
extremely low prices wbicll have prevailed until very recentl~ in the 
cost of raw material in this country, and the almost destructive com
petition which has existed in our home trade. 

We therefore appeal to your sense of justice and your known desire 
to be of service to your constituents in all proper ways to gtv~ us the 
benefit of such assistance as we feel sure you can render In msuring 
proper consideration being given to this class of pr:oduct by those con
cerned in the revision of the tariff which is now belilg undertaken, ru;td 
upon which hearings will be held before the Ways and Means Commit
tee on the 10th instant. 

Briefly stated, the facts, as they apply to our industry, are as follows: 
In the revision of 1909, notwithstanding the protests of all the manu

facturers engaged in producing this class of goods, the duty upon them 
was reduced one-half or from 1! cents per pound to five-eighths cent 
per pound on the smaller sizes, and from 1! cents per pound on the 
larger sizes to three-fourths cent per pound, while ou the _plate and 
sheets from which tacks and small nails are made the duty of one-half 
cent per pound was retained (sec. 125, Schedule C), thus leaving only 
from one-eighth cent to one-fourth cent as proportion to labor on the_ 
manufactured tacks, which is approximately 60 per cent of the mate
rial cost the protection to labor being, therefore, only 11 per cent of 
the average labor cost, while the raw material is protected to 27 per 
cent of its total cost. 

Surely this shows unjust discriminatioµ, and it is further shown in 
the existing tariff by the duty which is carried on other manufactured 
n.rticles involving a much smaller percentage of labor, sucb, for example.
as rivets (sec. 165, Schedule C), which are gtven a protection of 1; 
cents per pound, or 52.7 per cent of the labor cost, while the rivet 
rods from which these rivets are made are protected only to the extent 
of three-tenths cent per pound. 

Iron and steel wood screws, in section 167, Schedule C, are given a 
protection of from 8 cents to 12 cents per pound on the lengths which 
correspond to the lengths in which tacks are made, an average of 10 
cents per pound protection on these sizes of iron and steel wood screws. 
The screw wire rods from which the screws are made pay a duty of 
only three-tenths cent per pound under provisions of section 133 of 
Schedule C, thus giving a protection of :S9.67 per 100 pounds to the 
lallor of making steel wood i:::crews, or approximately 37 p~r cent. 

These comparisons are made, not for the purpose of trying to show 
that the other products referred to are unduly protected, but as a basis 
for an inquiry as to why the tack manufacturer should be the "goat." 

What the present views of the Ways and Means Committee may be 
In this connection we, of course, can not say ; but assumin* that the 
bill which passed the House of Representatives on January ~9, 1912-
H. R. 18642-represents its views, a still further injustice would be 
done to the tack-making industry, as that act placed tacks upon the 
free list, while a duty of 15 per cent ad valorem is retained upon the 
raw material from which tacks are made. 

Consular report issued by the Bureau of Manufactures under date of 
June 19, 1912, gives the price of fine sheets In Germany on January 
1, 191::!, as from $33.32 to $34.51. Allowing the American differentials 
for sheets of heavier gauge-sheets gauging from 17 to 21, which are 
used in tack making-would make the price for such sheets $29.32 as 
against the lowest (>rice quoted in this country, for the last 10 years 
at least, of $31. With tacks upon the free list, the German tack manu
facturer, buying his raw material at a price lower than it has been 
sold in this country under the severest competition and with labor at 
Utle more than one-half the cost in this country, would only have the 
freight against him-approximately 10 cents per cubic foot from 
Antwerp to New York-or not to exceed $2.75 per ton C. I. F., while 
the American manufacturer will have, in trying to import his raw 
material, a duty of 15 per cent ad valorem-approximately $4.65, the 
lmpot·ter's profit, if only 5 per cent-of $1.55, the freight and insurance 
of 2.75. making a net handicap of $6.20 per ton, even if it were 
possible for a small tack manufacturer in this country to keep himself 
supplied with this long-distance material. which could only be done in 
the event of importers carrying a stock in this country to meet his re
quirements, in which event, of course, the allowance made for the 
importer's profit would have to be largely increased, and the fact that 
such stock':! would be carried in thls country is so improbable that it ls 
not worthy of consideration. 

The German tack manofsctorer would therefore have an advantage 
over the American manufacturer of $6.20 plus the difference in labor, 
which, assuming the German labor to be 60 per cent of the American 
labor cost, would give the American tack manufacturer a further handi
cap of at least $12 per ton, or a total of $18.20 per ton-equal to 18 
per cent-in the presence of which he could not continue to exist. 

Wba t is true of Germany is true of France and Belgium llkewlse, 
particularly the Jatter. 

'J.'ack plates and sheets nre now being made in Canada, where, again, 
we are confronted with cheaper labor, and it is certain that the Ameri
can market will receive the surplus products of the Canadian tack 
manufacturers in the event of tacks being placed on the free list, unless 
the market is occupied with other foreign products, while the American 
manufacturers can not indulge in reprisals, owing to the heavy Canadian 
duty. 

In view of these facts, are we not entitled to better consideration, 
and will you not render us such assistance as you can in seeing that our 
business receives it? 

Respectfully, yours, WM. F. DONOVAN. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
121. Finished automobiles and automobile bodies, 45 per cent ad 

valorem; automobile chassis, 30 per cent ad valorem; finished parts 
of automobiles, not including tires, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. This paragraph offers a very good example of the 
mental gymnastics necessary to write a bill of this character. 
The present law provides for a duty of 45 per cent ad valorem 
upon automobiles and finished parts alike. The pending bill 
reduces the duty on the · finished parts from 45 to 20 per 
cent, thus increasing the protection of the assembler in a very· 

large degree. The on1y result of this situation will be to in
crease the importation of the :finished parts of automobiles 
from foreign countries so that they can be assembled in this 
country and offered for sale in competition with the finished 
automobile here. The result will be inevitably a ta~g away 
from the .American workman of work involved in the making 
and :finishing of these parts. I think that the duty on auto
mobiles might very properly be reduced. I think that the duty 
upon the :finished parts might very properly be reduced, but it 
is impossible for me to understand the mental gymnastics that 
justify the increasing of the protection upon automobiles bY. 
30 per cent. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, it would not be difficult for 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. ANDERSON] to understand 
this change in the rates if he would take the time and the 
trouble to study the question of the automobile industry, both 
at home and abroad, as it has been studied by the Ways and 
Means Committee in connection with the drawing of this bill. 
Under the present law automobiles pay a rate of 45 per cent. 
That is not a high rate or an unconscionable rate,. from our 
point of view, for a foreign luxury such as one of these aut.o
mobiles. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
.Mr. PALMER. Not at this ti.me. 
Mr. Al\"'DERSON. The gentleman knows of the export of 

automobiles. 
Mr. PAL.MER. Yes. .Mr. Chairman, the kind of automobiles 

that that duty covers is not the cheap automobile, but the high
priced car. The average unit of value of imports of automobiles 
exceeds $2,000. The only kind which come into the country are 
the high-priced cars, purchased by people of large means, who 
get the car because it is a foreign car and because they want 
to make a show before their neighbors and friends by having 
a Fiat or a .Mercedes or some other famous foreign car. 

We left that duty just where it is, but we did reduce the 
duty on the parts, because we believe that, while 45 per cent is 
a proper duty for an article of luxury purchased by the rich, 
it is not a proper rate of duty in view of the other rates in this 
bill upon an article which is largely a raw material of a great 
industry in this country. The fact is that the American manu
facturer of automobiles uses foreign parts to a great extent, 
and we by making this rate 20 per cent are keeping it in line 
with other semiraw material used by manufacturing indushies 
in the country. There is no danger whatever, and all automo
bile manufacturers and importers acknowledge that-the gen
tleman from Minnesota could find it out if he would take the 
trouble to read the hearings-there is no danger that the for
eign automobiles will be imported as knocked-down cars in or
der to get rid of this 45 per cent rate. These parts come in as 
parts, and never come in as a knocked-down car, because the 
imported car that the .American buys abroad he buys because 
he wants it, and he wants it because he is getting an automo
bile made in Europe which bears the foreign mark and the 
name. He does not care anything about having foreign parts 
in his car; he does not care anything about having a foreign 
wheel or a foreign axle. What he wants is a foreign car, and 
the reason these foreign cars come in at this excessive, this 
large, rate of 45 per cent is because the rich American is willing 
to pay any price in order to show himself off to his neighbors 
and his friends. -

Mr. ANDERSON. Will the gentlem-an yield? 
Mr. PALMER. I will yield if I have the time. 
Mr . .ANDERSON. Does not the gentleman know that under 

this provision it would be possible to import an entire antomo
bile exclusive of the th·es at 20 per cent ad valorem? 

Mr. PALMER'. No; it would not be done. 
Mr. ANDERSON. Well, it can be done, can it not? 
Mr. PALMER. The automobile chassis, which the gentleman 

from Minnesota must know, is practically the finished car with 
the exception of the top and the tires, comes in at 30 per cent. 
The automobile parts which would be imported under the 
Treasury definitions and the definitions of the courts are such 
parts as are capable of being used in manufacture here or in 
repair of local cars. The experts in the import offices would 
have little difficulty, it seems to me, in noting the difference 
between parts sent in to repair a car or parts of a car which 
had been made, manufactured, completed, and then taken apart 
and knocked down. The whole answer to it lies in the fact 
that there is no incentive to that kind of an importation be
cause the :finished car is what the .American wants. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, this is one of the peculiar features 
of this bill. Automobiles now pay 45 per cent duty, which is a 
prohiWtory duty in the main, absolutely prohibitory as to all 
except a few high priced and in the main French cars. It is 
easy enough to carry out the provisions of this bill, 45 per cent 
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on those cars, without carrying a prohibitory rate on the poor 
man's car, and it will not do any longer to say that automobiles 
are only for the rich. Even Members of this House who are 
not rich are able to own automobiles, and many of their con
stituents, with an annual earning of less than one-tenth of a 
Congressman's salary, own automobiles. But here is a pro
hibitory tariff, absolutely· prohibitory on all of · the cheap 
automobiles, direct in the face of the statement which has 
been made by the gentleman from Alabama as to the theory of 
this tariff. We imported less than $2,000,000 worth of auto
mobiles last year. We exported o-rer $9,000,000 worth, and the 
amount produced in the United States and consumed was 
$165,000,000 worth of production, and yet the gentlemen say 
in making up a competitive tariff that they must keep the price 
of. automobiles up to a 45 per cent ad valorem rate. I am 
prepared to say that there would be due protection to the 
.American industry with a considerable reduction in price. 
Automobiles have become a necessity in the land. For many 
years the price naturally was high because it was controlled 
by patents, but the time has come when automobiles ought to 
be made cheap in competition with the ordinary cheap buggies. 
No longer do people possess carriages, buggies, and horses to the 
extent they did formerly, but they now want to get automobiles. 
Here is a proposition which proposes to keep the rate now the 
same rate that has been on for years on automobiles, a pro
hibitory rate on all except the highest priced machines. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. l\IANN. Certainly. 
Mr. PALMER. I want to say to the gentleman this is the 

fact about the automobile business: That the finer, the high 
priced, the luxurious cars come in as finished automobiles-

Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman said that before. 
l\Ir. PALMER. Wait a minute. On them we lay a duty of 

45 per cent. The cheaper cars which are imported for use 
here, the trucks, the commercial cars, all come in as chassis at 
30 per cent ad va.lorem. 

l\Ir. MANN. But we export finished automobiles of that 
character, as the gentleman well knows. I have no objection 
to making the tariff rate 50 per cent or 60 per cent on machines 
that cost over $1,000 or $1,500. 

But why is that a reason for maintaining 45 per cent on ma
chines which sell for less than $1,000 and cost less than $300 to 
make. The automobile business is now maintaining the news
papers of the country through advertising. It is doing a large 
amount of expensive work in every direction in that way. The 
same thing that · applied to sewing machines at one time, which 
sold from $75 to $150 per machine because of patented processes, 
now applies to automobiles under this provision in the bill. I 
say the tariff rate ought to be reduced on automobiles, so that 
there would be some competition, and that people might have 
machines. It would not injure an industry in this country. 

l\fr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the arguments which I 
have just heard from the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. AN
DERSON] and the gentleman from lliinois [Mr. MANN] illustrate 
the united position the Republican Party occupies to-day on the 
tariff question. We have just heard an eloquent and able 
speech from the gentleman from Minnesota [l\Ir. ANDERSON], a 
member of the Ways and Means Committee, charging us with 
the fact that this violent reduction of rates on automobiles was 
going to destroy the business, and, on the other hand, the leader 
of the Republican Party, in the next breath, comes up here and 
tells us that we have written a prohibitive rate on automobiles, 
which will destroy the American people. Now, there you are. 
Take your choice on each side of the Republican Party, a gen
tleman who says that it will destroy industry, and a gentleman 
who says at the same time the prohibiti\e rate is ruining the 
American people. 

As a matter of fact, the automobile is the chassis. The bal
ance is merely a carriage top. We haYe reduced the rate very 
considerably on the automobile-that is, the chassis-which 
means the entire car except the carriage part, the top of it, and 
the rubber tires. We have reduced it from 45 per cent to 30 
per cent, a reduction of one-third. Now, as to the top, it is the 
cheaper part of an automobile, for the use of an ordinary man, a 
man of reasonable means. Of course, for the luxuriant rich 
the limousine· top may cost a great deal of money, and it is that 
kind of a top, that kind of seating arrangement, that we are 
going to tax, and keep the tax of 45 per cent on. If a man 
wants to come over here and ride in a French car and display 
his wealth to his friends, he ought to pay for it, and he is going 
to pay for it under this bill. But when you can b1ing into this 
country at 30 per cent, a reduction of a third, the well-made, 
well-manufactured chassis, the working part of the car, i is D.1..lt 
going to destroy the business as our friend from Minnesota [Mr. 
A -oERSON] suggests, but it is going to bring real competition to 

the American manufacturers of automobiles, because it will 
build up an industry among those men who import the chassis, 
put an American top to it, and it brings real competition that 
will bring down the price of the home-made article. 

l\fr. Chairman, I ask to clos" debate on this paragraph. 
Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman perwit me just a few 

minutes? 
l\Ir. SIMS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will first yield to the gentleman from 

Tennessee. 
l\fr. SIMS. It puts 40 per cent on motor cycles. I did not 

understand those to be a matter of luxury, but rather for 
utilitarian purposes. 

M:. UNDERWOOD. One of my boys owns two of them, and 
I thmk they are a matter of nuisance more than anything else. 

Mr. Chairman, I move to close debate on the paragraph in 
five minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. FoRD

NEY] is recognized. 
Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, the business of manufac

turing automobiles in the State of Michigan is a very important 
one. There are establishments in the city of Detroit and other 
cities. in Michigan which employ from 5,000 to 8,000 high-class 
labormg men. By high-class men I mean mechanics who re
ceive a high rate of wages, from $5 to $10 and $12 a day. 

A few days f!go a gentleman gave me a ride in a very mag
nificent automobile, and when returning to the hotel, be said, 
"What do you think of my automobile?" He told me it was 
a French machine, for which he bad paid $8,700. 

Now, poor people do not own machines of that kind, and I 
do not care how high you put the duty on that class of luxury. 
I would like to see it sufficiently high so that all such ma
chines that are used in this country will be made in this country 
and made by American laboring men, at the scale of wages 
paid in those factories here in the United States. In this bill 
you put a rate of duty on the finished parts of an automobile 
not including tires, of 20 per cent ad valorem. The finished 
parts of automobiles means that the machine will be finished 
abroad and brought here to be assembled. 

There are but few people who are to-day classed as poor peo
ple who own automobiles. 

I saw a notice in a paper the other day to the effect that a 
farmer living in the _State of Illinois, Mr. MANN'S State, brought 
to market 12 hogs l.Q. an automobile and took home in return 
$480 in cash. 

Mr. MANN. The farmers all own automobiles in my State. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes; they are all wealthy-the farmers----
Mr. MANN. Under the present laws. 
Mr. FORDNEY. Under the present laws and the general 

p1:osperity that we have enjoyed during the last 16 years the 
farmers, not only of Illinois, but elsewhere, are rich. I want 
to see them remain rich. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. MADDEN. They have all got money in the bank. [Ap
plause.] 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say to the gentleman that in my dis
trict I have a little town of 4,000 people, and most of them are 
farmers, and they told me that by actual count last fall over 
300 automobiles were owned in that town. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I have a letter which I will send to the 
Clerk's desk to have read when the matter comes up to wh.ich 
the letter is germane; a letter in which the person who writes 
it says that a few years ago he paid from 12! to 15 cents a 
yard for ordinary calico for a dress for his wife, but that now 
his wife takes to market in an automobile one setting hen and 
can buy a silk dress with the proceeds thereof. [Laughter and 
applause.] That illustrates the difference between the values 
of farm products and manufactured products then and now. 
The point I wish to make, gentlemen, is that in reducing the 
duty from 45 per cent to 20 per cent on this item, if it will 
permit the importation of automobile parts, you will have then 
transferred the labor that is now employed in the automobile 
factories of this country to a foreign land, and to that I most 
strenuously object. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
122. Bicycles, 25 per cent ad vnlorem ; motor cycles, and finished 

parts thereof, not including tires, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, if there is any industry in 
America that has demonstrated its ability to stand on its own 
feet, it is the automobile industry. 

I have listened to a very remarkable statement here, made by 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. FoRDNEY] . Detroit is prob· 
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ably the greatest automobile center in America. There is not a 
man possessed of ordinary business capacity who has gone into 
the automobile busine sin Detroit but has not only made a good 
living but has made in most instances a very great fortune; 
and if the gentleman will pick up any trade paper in this coun
try or any trade paper published in France or in England he 
will find that the cheap American automobile has taken a large 
part of the market in England and in France. 

Now, what happened was this: The people abroad were ear
lier than we in ·the building of automobiles; they built up an 
industry long before we did; and there was a time in this 
country when we were not able to make a machine that was 
anything like as good as the foreign machine. That time has 
long since passed, and American ingenuity, American skill, and 
American ability have, with high-priced Ame1ican labor-in the 
sense that it was high-priced in the wage that it got, but was 
cheap in the work that it ga>e-ha·rn developed what is to-day 
the greatest automobile industry in the world; and if you had 
free trade in automobiles, in my judgment, you would not have 
any serious competition in the cheap automobile industry-in 
the automobiles that sell anywhere from $750, like the Hup
mobile, or similar cars, up to $1.,000 or $1,500. 

We to-day are making those machines better and cheaper than · 
they are made anywhere else in the world, and it is simply 
folly, in the face of the actual facts, to talk about a threatened 
industry. Nothing is being threatened about it. There ought 
to be a tux on the higher priced cars. But, speaking for myself, 
I would not feel that there was the slightest iisk to the industry 
as a whole if automobiles were put on the free list. 

Let me ask the gentleman what has been the experience in 
the city of Detroit? How many multimillionafres have been 
made there, almost overnight, in the automobile industry? 

Mr. FORD~'EY. I do not know. I am not in the business. 
Mr. SHERLEY. I know, because I happen to know some of 

the men who have made the money. I am glad they have made 
it. But I know that there has not been a single concern:, 
well managed, but has not only made a success but a success 
so great as to be the marvel of modern manufacturing enter
prise. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 
Mr. SHERLEY. I know of one gentleman whom the gentle

man from Michigan [Mr. FoRDNEY] knows very well, who by 
the fortunate investment of a few thousand dollars in an 
establishment making a very low-priced car, has to-day an 
annual income very much larger than· either the gentleman or 
I receive for serving our country. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Let me say to the gentleman that the only 
complaint I am making is that if by lowering the rate of duty 
from 45 to 20 per cent you encourage importation, then you 
have injured the indush·y, or the labor, by transferring it 
abroad; and if it will not do that, why lower the duty? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Of course the gentleman and I can never 
meet upon common ground. He believes we ought to make it 
impossible for anybody to bring anything into this country. He 
believes it ought to be made a capital offense. He thinks 
America can go on selling to the rest of the world and never 
buying from it. I think it is time for these industries to get out 
of their swaddling clothes and to go out into the world's market 
and capture some of it. 

Mr. FORDNEY. What you think "the gentleman" thinks, 
and what you know about what the gentleman thinks, may be 
two different things. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Of course, for I am limited to what the 
gentleman says he thinks, and I may be wrong in my conclusion. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I do not think I have said anything from 
which you could draw such a conclusion. 

Mr. SHERLEY. During my 10 years of service here the 
gentleman has stood as the champion of the highest protective 
tariff that could be written. To-day he is in constant quarrel 
with nearly every man on his own side, because some of them 
want to progress, and he wants to stand pat on the tariff. 

Mr. FORDNEY. My friend; I always object to progressing 
as a era wfish does. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Oh, yes; but perhaps the trouble may be in 
your vision rather than in the direction in which people are 
progressing. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Perhaps. 
Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman has stood on this floor talk

ing about lt1mber, and he has the same sort of idea about 
that; whereas it is well known that every man who invested 
in standing timber as long as five years ago has had the benent 
of such an increase in alue as to amount to a great return upon 
the investment. Yet the gentleman thinks if you change a 
single rate touching lumber you a.re verily laying an impious 
hand on the ark of the covenant. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Again you are asserting what the gentle
man thinks, without knowing what he thinks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. SHARP. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 

word. I will ask the gentleman in charge of this schedule of 
the bill for information concerning paragraph 122. I notice it 
provides for a duty on bicycles of 25 per cent ad valorem, and 
on motor cycles and finished parts thereof, not including tires, 
40 per cent ad valorem. I wish to ask this question because I 
have a manufacturer back in my home town who asked me 
recently as to the provision of the present bill as it affects his 
bicycle-saddle business, the largest in the country, I believe. I 
notice that in refen-ing to motor cycles it provides for 40 per 
cent ad valorem on the finished parts thereof, not including 
tires. Does that include the saddle used on a motor cycle? 

Mr. PALMER. I should think so. That is a part of the 
motor cycle. 

Mr. SHARP. Then how would it apply to bicycle saddles? 
Would it be 25 per eent ad valorem? 

Mr. PALMER. The reason that language was not put in in 
reference to bicycles is that practically all of the parts of 
bicycles would come in under the basket clause at the same rate 
that bicycles carry, while as to motor cycles, the basket clause 
is lower than the motor-cycle rate. In other words, there is not 
the same necessity for putting it in as to bicycles that there is 
for putting it in as to motor cycles, because the basket clause 
and the bicycle rate are the same. 

Mr. SHARP. But taking the saddle of the bicycle, would 
that receive an ad valorem protection of 25 per cent? 

Mr. PALMER. No; saddles do not come in the basket clause 
of the metal schedule. 

Mr. SHARP. Does the gentleman mean that bicycle saddles 
do not? 

Mr. PALMER. Unless they are composed in chief value 
of metal. I am not prepared to say whether those saddles are 
composed in chief value of metal or in chief value of leather. 
They have both metal and leather in them. 

Mr. SHARP. Turning over to page 114, paragraph· 535, you 
provide for all leather not specially provided !or in this section; 
and then in the latter part of that section you say: 

Harness, saddles, and saddlery. 
Mr. TOWNSEND. That men.ns leather saddles. 
Mr . . SHARP. Is that broad enough to include bicycle sad

dles? 
Mr. PALMER. It would if the saddle was composed wholly 

or in chief value of leather. In that case it comes in under 
the free list. If it is composed wholly or in chief value of 
metal it comes in the basket clause of the metal schedule. 

l\Ir. SHARP. Would not the same statement apply where it 
is used for a motor cycle? 

Mr. PALMER. I think not, because under that language it 
would be a finished part of the motor cycle . . 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentlenian permit a question? 
Mr. PALMER. Yes. 
Mr. COOPER. I notice in lines 8 and 9, page 33, motor cycles 

are dutiable at 40 per cent and the finished parts of the motor 
cycles, not including tires, also at 40 per cent In other words, 
so far as motor cycles and finished parts are concerned, the 
tariff is 40 per cent, whereas automobiles are dutiable at 45 
per cent and the finished parts at 20 per cent. Why is that 
distinction made between automobiles and their finished parts 
and no distinction made between motor cycles and their finished 
parts? 

Mr PALMER. The finished parts of small machines are 
very much larger in value proportion of the finished article 
than the finished parts of large machines like automobiles. 
Therefore there is less logic in making parts come in at a 
less rate in motor cycles than in automobiles. 

1\Ir. COOPER. I can not understand the logic of the gen
tleman's statement. I do not know why bringing in an auto
mobile chassis and the finished parts of an automobile is not 
in effect bringing in the automobile itself. It can all be set 
up here. 

Mr. PALMER. Is the gentleman asking me a question 
Mr. COOPER. I say I do not understand the logic of the 

gentleman's statement~ I do not know why the finished parts 
of a motor cycle should be dutiable at the same rate-40 per 
cent-as the motor cycle itself, and that the finished parts o! 
automobiles should be dutiable at 25 -per cent less than com
pleted automobiles 

Mr PALMER. I have stated to the gentleman the reason 
that the committee had. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the two paragraphs, I think, will 
cause a serious commentary in the mind of any person. The 
gentleman .from Wisconsin just endeavored to extract some in-
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iormation as to why there was a difference in theory between 
the two paragraphs, but I did not hear any reply which seemed 
at all satisfactory. 

Mr. GARNER. We are not responsible for the gentleman's 
failure of mind. 
· Mr. MANN. Usually it is desirable to make finished parts 
pay a little higher duty than the entire assembled machine. 
because that causes the parts to be made here rather than 
abroad. But under the automobile paragraph itself it is to the 
interest of anyone to make the parts abroad, or have them made 
abroad and brought here. You can bring in an entire auto· 
mobile, if knocked down, and that is the way they naturally 
will come in, at 20 and 30 per cent advalorem instead of 45 
per cent for the finished machine. 

And yet when you get to motor cycles the rate on the finished 
machines is made at 40 per cent instead of 45 per cent, as it is on 
the finished automobile, and the rate on the finished parts is 
put at 40 per cent, and only 20 per cent on the finished parts 
of automobiles. No wonder the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
did not furnish an explanation. A man to understand that will 
ha-ve to eat a welsh rarebit and go to sleep. [Laughter on the 
Republican side.] 

The CHAIR1\1Al~. Without objection, the pro forma amend
ment will be withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
125. BoltS, with or without threads or nuts, or bolt blanks, finished 

hinges 01· hinae blanks, nuts, and washers, 15 per cent ad valorem; 
spiral nut locks and lock washers, whether of iron or ste_el, 35 per cent 
ad valorem. 

l\Ir. p AL::\IER. l\Ir. Chairman, I offer the following amend
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 33, line 21, insert, after the word "bolts," the words "of iron 

or steel." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
l\Ir. PALMER. l\Ir. Chairman, I offer the following amend-

ment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 33, line 22, insert, after the word " nuts," the words " or 

blanks." · 
1\fr. POWERS. l\Ir. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 

word· and with the permission of the gentleman from Penn
sylvacla, I' want to ask him a question. I received a letter this 
morning from Dr. J. B. Mason, of London, Ky., who wants to 
know what tariff duties, if any, this bill carries on scientific 
and sur«ical instruments and equipment. He goes on further 
to state that it is his opinion that they are not manufactured in 
this country to any great extent. 

Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania refuse to answer the 
question? 

Mr. PALMER. Oh, no; I do not refuse. They are not in this 
schedule. I am trying to find them, and if the gentleman will 
read the bill he will find them. 

1\fr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I have read the bill, but I 
failed to find them. 

1\Ir. PALMER. Is the gentleman talking about surgical in
struments or surgical utensils? 

1\fr. POWERS. Surgical instruments and equipments and 
those used by dentists. 

Mr. p ALMER. Hospital .utensils would come under para
graph 136, which is printed on page 36, ~hile s~rgica.l instru
ments not specifically enumerated would, if made m chief value 
of the metals covered by the metal schedule, come in under the 
basket clause, at 25 per cent. 

Mr. POWERS. Does paragraph 136 cover the instruments 
that dentist use in their profession? 

l\Ir. PALMER. No; I would think not. 
Mr. TOWNF~. Mr. Chairman, I call the gentleman's atten

tion to page 120 of the bill, paragraph 587: 
Professional books, implements, instrume!!ts, and tools of trade,. occu

pation, or employment in the actual possesswn of persons e!Jligratrng to 
the United States owned and used by them abroad; but this exemption 
shall not be construed to include machine1·y or other articles imported 
for use in any manufacturing establishment. 

I suppose that has reference to professional instruments. 
Mr. POWERS. That is on the free list; but that only ap

plies to instruments brought here and used by immigrants. 
Mr. PALMER. That is for scientific, religious, literary, or 

experimental purposes. 
Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I want to state that my con

stituents inform me that the instruments used by dentists are 
not manufactured in this country at all, or that virtually few 
of them are, and that the American dentists pay at least 100 per 
cent more for the equipment of their offices than do the German 
dentists. If that is true, a provision ought to be made letting 
those matters come in free of duty. 

The CHA.IRUAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend
ment will be withdrawn, and the question i on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Ur. PALMER]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
126. Card clothing not actually and permanently fitted to and at

tached to carding machines or to parts thereof at the time of importa
tion, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

l\Ir. ANDERSON. l\fr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word, for the purpose of drawing the attention of the com
mittee once more to the protecti-ve-tariff tendencies of the gen
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER]. Under the bill of 
last Congress articles named in this paragraph were made 
dutiable at 30 per cent. They are dutiable in this bill at 40 
per cent. It seems, however, that upon at least one class of the 
articles dutiable under this paragraph the gentleman from Penn
sylvania has somewhat exceeded the speed limit. On card cloth
ing manufactured with round iron or untempered round steel wire 
the duty under the present law amounts, in ad valorem equiva
lent, to Hf.29 per cent, based on the importation of 1911. This 
paragraph inci-eases that duty 250 per cent. That certainly 
ought to be satisfactory to any protectionist, e-ren though he 
come from Pennsylvania. 

l\Ir. PAYNE. But being in this bill it is a reYision downward, 
nevertheless. 

l\fr. AJ\TDElRSON. Oh, yes; of course. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I ri e to oppose the amend

ment of the gentleman from :Minnesota [Mr. ANDERSON]. I 
would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill why cer
tain parts of this paragraph were eliminated in H. R. 3321 as 
against H. R. 10. 

Mr. PALMER. Those words were simply descriptive in 
H. Il. 10. 

Mr. MURDOCK. That was the sole reason for their elimina
tion? 

l\Ir. PALMER. That is all. They got into H. R. 10 because 
following the language of the Payne bill the descriptive words 
were necessary by reason of the larger number of classifications, 
and when we put them all in at one rate, without any classifica
tion, it became unnecessary to have these descriptive words, 
and we dropped them out. It has no other effect. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Minnesota has several 
times adverted to the fact that rates of duty in this bill were 
raised over what they were in the Underwood bill passed in the 
Sixty-second Congress. If bis judgment of my practice in regard 
to tariff making were to be taken at its full value in Pennsyl
vania, I would be popular with manufacturers, indeed. 

But as they look at the facts and consider that which has 
been done by the Ways and Means Committee, I find I am some
what unpopular in Pennsylvania with the manufacturers. 
Thanks to my friend from Minnesota, therefore, I expect to get 
it from both ends. I want to say to him now, to end this 
discussion once and for all, that this Schedule C carries every 
rate lower than the Payne tariff law, with two exceptions, and 
those are the ferromanganese item, which we have discussed 
before, gold and silver ware and gold and silver plated ware. 

Mr. MANN. How about finished automobiles? 
Mr. PALMER. Finished automobiles are the same in this 

law as the Payne law. 
Mr. MANN. But not any lower. 
Mr. P.ALl\IER. Well, I said we did carry two increases in 

this bil1. , 
Mr. MA1'TN. But the gentleman said it carried lower rates in 

every case except two. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
Mr. PALMER. Well--
Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman amends that. 
Mr. PALMER. I will amend that if the gentleman wants to 

be so accurate, and say there are two increases in this bill-I 
thouo-ht that is what I did say-over the Payne law, and those 
are the two I have mentioned. Every other item in the bill has 
a very considerable reduction below the Payne bill, so that the 
average reduction is from 34.35 per cent to about 20 per cent 
throughout the schedule. Now, the Underwood bill last year 
is somewhat different from this bill now, and there are just 11 
increases in this schedule of the bill o-ver the rates of the Un
derwood bill and 12 decreases in the rates of this bill under 
those of the Underwood bill; but on the whole this bill is lower 
than the bill of the Sixty-second Congress, as far as Schedule C 
is concerned. I have them here in a list and will publish in the 
RECORD the changes that have been made in this schedule from 
those in the same schedule of last year's bill in the Sixty-second 
Congress. Therefore, taking the schedule throughout, there is 
absolutely no truth in the insinuation or intimation that the 

. gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. ANDERSON] would throw out 
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that tllis bill indicates a · tendency toward ·an upward 8ca1e in 
the making of a tariff from that of a year and a half ago. If he 
will be bone t with the committee and with the House while he 
goes along and calJs attention to these slight and inconsequen~ 
tial increases, he wm· call attention also to the fact of the large 
and considerable decreases which we have put in this law un
der those of the Underwood bill of a year ago. [App la use on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. GARDNER rose. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from 

Massachusetts will permit me, I desire to ask unanimous con
sent that debate on this paragraph close in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani
mous consent that debate on this paragraph close in five min
utes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last two words. Referring to the statement just made by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] in contradiction of 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. ANDERSON], will the gen
tleman from Pennsylvania turn to page 100 of his report? Has 
the gentleman that page? Now I will ask the gentleman 
whether it is true that card clothing manufactured with round 
iron or untempered round steel wire is charged to-day a duty 
of 20 cents per square foot. Is that correct or not accordiug 
to your report? 

Mr. PALMER. That is right. 
Mr. GARDN~ER. That is true. I understood the gentleman 

to say that is true? 
Mr. PALMER. The gentleman can read as well as I can. 
Mr. GARDNER. Very well. Under your new bill that same 

card clothing is charged 40 per cent ad valorem, and the gen
tleman from Minnesota declaTes that to be a rise in duty over 
the Payne law. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania deny 
that? 

Mr. PALMER. Well, the rate on card clothing under the 
Payne law is nearly 60 per cent. The rate in this bill now is 
40 per cent, but even at 60 per cent the fact is that there .was 
very considerable competition, and that is the reason why we 
1·aised this rate slightly above the Underwood bill of a year ago. 

Mr. GARDNER. I am afraid the gentleman did not under
stand my qoestion. As an illustration, I singled out the first 
item in paragraph 145 of the Payne Jaw, as did the gentleman 
from Minnesota. I referred to " card clothing * * * when 
manufactured with round iron or untempered round steel wire." 
The duty under · e.,~isting law is 20 cents per square foot. In 
the pending bill you have raised the duty on that kind of card 
clothing to 40 per cent ad valorem. According to your figures 
on page 121 the average value of imported card clothing per 
square foot is 82-! cents. Consequently the 40 per cent ad 
yalorem duty which you propose amounts to 33 cents per square 
foot. Unless it is denied that a duty of 33 cents per square foot 
is higher than a duty of 20 cents per square foot, it is evident 
that the gentleman from Minnesota was correct in bis statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be considered as withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
127. Cast-iron pipe of every description, 12 per cent ad valorem ; 

cast-iron andirons, plates, stove plates, sadirons, tailor's irons, hatter's 
irons, and castings and vessels wholly of cast iron including all cast
ings of iron or cast-iron plates which have been chiseled, · drilled, ma
chined, or otherwise advanced in condition by processes or operations 
subsequent to the casting process but not made up into articles or 
finished machine parts ; castings of malleable iron not specially pro
vided for in this section; cast hollow ware, coated, glazed, or tinned, 10 
per cent ad valorem. · 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 34, at the end of line 14, insert the words: "Not specially 

provided for in this section." . 
.Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, if it would have done any good, 

I should have offered, and · would hereafter offer, some amend
ments as we progress in the bill, raising the rate of duty pro
posed. I recognize the futility of offering amendments of that 
character in the present temper of the Democratic majority, 
and that the offering of such amendments would only consume 
much more time than would otherwise be spent. While I think 
that this bill will be very injurious to the business and other 
interests of the country, Rtill I have never felt like prolonging 
agony beyQnd the time when it might be ended, and as we are 
to have the passage of the tariff bill through the House in the 
present form substantial1y, with a reas<;mable discussion which 
so far, I think, has been allowed, the sooner the· better. This 

L-53 

item ·reduces very materially. the rate of duty ·on chains, and I 
send to the Clerk's desk and ask to be read in my time a letter 
from one of the prominent men whom I kllOW and who is en
gaged in the manufacture of chains. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. HOUSTON). The Clerk will read the 
letter. 

. l\fr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk is about to read a communica

tion for the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] in his time. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

Hon. JAMES R. MANN, 
CHIC.AGO, March 18, 1913. 

House of Representatii:es, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR Srn :· Now that President Wilson has issued the call for a 

special session of Congress to consider a new tarifi' bill, we wish to call 
your attention to the item of chain in the iron and steel schedule. 

The present duty on chain is 45 per cent ad valorem, and I under
stand that Mr. UNDERWOOD proposes to cut this to about 20 per cent. 

This is entirely too much of a reduction
1 

for the simple reason that 
it will allow chain which is made in foreign countries to come in in 
such quantities as to close down the shops in this country unless the 
wages of our men are almost cut in half. 

This is a pretty strong statement, bat when you consider that in 
Germany boys of from 12 to 16 years of age are employed in making 
the lighter sizes of chain and are paid 35 cents a day; from 16 to 18, 
45 cents per day; 18 to 20, 60 cents per day; and married men, 87?; 

. cents per day. 
In · England, in the "black district," women and girls make all the 

smaller sizes of ·chain, and it is one of the worst "-sweated" trades 
there is. These women are known as " outworkers " and earn from 
$1.50 to $3.50 per week. 

The making of cha.in is on a piecework scale of wages, and on one 
size the men are paid 40 cents .per 100 pounds, where we in this country 
pay 84 cents, other sizes in proportion. 

A very timely article on this subject appeared in the January 3, 
1913, edition of the Hardware Reporter, and it fully describes the con· 
dition in " the black country." 

A reduction in the tarilr, as proposed by Mr. UNDERWOOD, will come 
very nearly destroying the chain-making industry in this country, and 
we trust you will do everything in your power to have a duty suffi· 
ciently hi6h retained to enable us to continue in business and pay 
reasonable wages to our men. 

After a careful study of the situation, we firmly believe that any duty 
lower than what would be the equivalent of 35 per cent ad valorem 
would be disastrous to the industry. 

Will you kindly let us hear from you in rc-gard to the above? 
- Yours, very truly, 

s. G. TAYLOR CH.ATN Co. 
S. G. TAYLOR, Jr., President. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I offer my amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentuck--y offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Insert as a new paragraph the following : 
" PAR. 12si. All scientific and surgical instruments and equipment, 

5 per cent ad valorem." 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order that is not in order at this point in the bill. 

The CHAIR.MAN. · The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, what is the point of order? 
The CHAIRMAN. That it is not germane to this paragraph 

of the bill. 
Mr. MANN. It is a new paragraph. It was not offered as 

germane to any paragraph. It is germane to the bill and ger-
mane to this schedule. · 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman overlooks the proposi
tion that it must be germane to the paragraph. 

Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman's pardon, but he offered 
it as an independent paragraph. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understood the gentleman to offer 
it as an amendment to this paragraph. 

Mr. l\IANN. No. He offered it as an independent paragraph. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point 

of order. I think that is true. · 
The CHAIRMAN. The point ·of.order is withdrawn, and the 

gentleman from Kent.ucky [Mr. PowERs] is recognized. 
Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I just wanted to state this to 

the majority leader, as I do not believe he was in the room ·a 
while ago. I received a letter this morning from Dr. J. B. 
Mason, of London, Ky., who is a dentist, and in bis letter he 
wants to know what data, if any, your bill carries on scientific 
and surgical instruments and equipment. He goes on further 
to state that it is his information that practically none of these 
are manufactured in this country . . He states further that it 
costs an American doctor at least 100 per cent more to equip his 
office than it does a German doctor. Now, if that is true, I 
think this parag:-aph ought to be voted into this bill. I would 
like to hear the majority leader on tile matter. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that the 
gentleman proposes to put a tax of 5 per cent on surgical in-
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struments. Now, most surgical instruments in this bill are 
taxed under the basket clause 25 per cent. Some of them are 
in 136, "Hospital utensils," that are also taxed at 25 per cent. 
But the bill carries in the bill philosophical and scientific ~p
paratus, utensils, instruments, and so on, imported specially by 
order for the use of any society or institution incorporated or 
established for religious, philosophical, educational, scientific, 
or literary purposes, or for the encouragement of the fine arts, 
or for the use and by order of any college, academy, school, or 
seminary of learning in the United States, and so on. 

Now, I think that that is a very broad exception to the rule. 
These surgical instruments, under the bill as it stands, for a 
hospital, or for an eleemosynary institution, can be brought in 
free. But even that liberality was protested against. The tes
timony had before the Committee on Ways and Means showed 
that some of the surgical instruments are patented, and that 
many are devised by American doctors without patents. As a 
role, they do not take out a patent on them, but get a manu
facturer in America to make them, and· after they are made 
and introduced and used here they are copied abroad and 
shipped in here. 

I think this provision exempting them from taxation when 
intended for use in hospitals or in eleemosynary institutions 
and in works of science is as broad as it is necessary to go. · 
They are on a revenue basis, and I do not think there is any 
reason for adopting the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Kentucky [l\Ir. POWEBS]. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentieman yield? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

· l\fr. POWERS. If I understand the gentleman's explanation, 
that provision applies to hospitals and eleemosynary institu
tions? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 
Mr. POWERS. But it does not apply to the individual den

tists, and those individual dentists' tools would come in under 
the basket clause, which carries a duty of 25 per cent? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; and that is a reduction from 45 
per cent to 25 per cent. 

Mr. TOW1'TElR. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield 

to the gentleman from Iowa? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 
Mr. TOWNER. On page 120, in the free list, these instru

m.ents and tools of trade are exempted to those persons who 
emiarate to the United States-professional persons. Does not 
the 

0
gentleman think that if those persons can bring their in

struments here with them our own professional people ought 
to have an equal opportunity of obtaining them? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I think the gentleman's question 
is rather captious. When an immigrant comes to our shores 
and wants to bring with him the tools of his trade we let him 
bring them as we let him bring the clothes on his body, free. 
We do not want him to wander around the streets without 
clothes, or be taxed for the clothes on his back, and we allow 
him to bring in also the tools of his trade in his hand, so as to 
·enable him to earn an honest living in America. The conditions 
are entirely different. 

Mr. Chairman, I move that the debate be closed on this para-
graph and amendments thereto. . · 

Mr. PAYNE. I want ·to call attention to the fact that the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] is quoting an old 
Republican doctrine that has been heard here for a good many 
years. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 
.-- The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto be closed. 
The question is on agreeing to that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The CH.AffiMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-

ment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. PoWERs]. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The OH.AIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
130. Penknives, pocketknives, clasp knives, pruning .knives, budding 

knives, erasers, manicure .knives, and all knives by whatever name 
known, including such as are denominatively mentioned in this section, 
which have folding or other than fixed blades or attachm~ts, and 
razors, all the foregoing, whether assembled but not fully fimshed or 
finished; valued at not more than $1 per dozen, 35 per cent ad valorem; 
valued at more than $1 per dozen, 55 per cent ad valorem : Prov ided, 
That blades, handles, or other parts of any of the foregoing knives, 
razors, or erasers shall be dutiable at not less than the rate herein 
imposed upon the knives, razoes, and ernsees of which they are parts. 
Scissors and shears, . and blades for the same, . finished or unfinished, 
30 per cent ad valorem : Provided further, That all articles specified in 
this paragraph shall, when impo11:ed, have the name of the maker 
or purchaser and beneath the same the name of the country of origin 
die-sunk conspicuously and indelibly .on the blade, shank, Ol" tang of at 
least one or, if p racticable, each and every blade thereof. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, this is one of the paragraphs 
whe.re the gentlemen on the other side have had a change of 
heart since the Underwood bill of a year ago was prepared. 
That bill put a duty of 35 per cent on all of these articles. This 
bill, after exempting a considerable class of articles which sell 
for less than a dollar a dozen, leaving those in t:t.at class at 35 
per cent, increases the remainder from 35 per cent to 55 per 
cent. · 

I am inclined to think that if the majority members of the 
Committee on Ways and l\feans had about 10 years longer they 
would be able to get up a pretty good bill, because occasionally 
when they make a move they move in the right direction. They 
have improved the Underwood bill of a year ago very much on 
this paragraph. 

Now this paragraph puts the sam·e duty on the parts as it 
does on the assembled knives. This thing of bringing in knives 
in parts is something that occurred away back in 1890, when 
they evaded the proper tariff on cutlery by bringing it in in 
parts at a lower rate of duty-just what they would do if there 
is any opportunity to do it in the case of automobiles. 1: do 
not care so much about automobiles. Four years a.go we found 
that they were not building any automobiles in this country and 
we placed a lower rate on a great many things that came in in the 
basket clause at 45 per cent and left automobiles at 45 per cent. 
The result has been in the last four years something that is 
marvelous, or would b .: if it had not happened so frequently in 
this country before, to the same or to a greater degree, by the 
multiplying of the products of the factories since putting on a 
protective tariff. Why, it was almost a new industry four years 
ago, and you have heard a description of the wonderful growth 
of it in the city of Detroit and in Michigan anC: all over the 
country. In my own town there are three factories that are 
making automobile parts, and they are busy all the time and 
inventing new parts. Our inventive genius has been at work, 
and it will always be· at work whenever we have an industry 
here protected so that the boys and the men can be brought 
face to face with the problem to see what they have got to do 
toward inventing machines that cheapen the cost of production 
and add to the value of the labor that is put in by the human 
hand. We have developed this wonderful industry in automo
biles in the last four years. The gentlemen have kept the duty 
on. Of course it was not at all for the sake of protection. 
They did not do it because they did not want to run the risk ot 
throttling this industry, but they have kept on the duty of 45 
per cent. 

I think probably they could safely have reduced it, because 
the industry has become established, and because we are doing 
the best work, and we are selling our cheap machines abroad. 
And notwithstanding the slander that has gone out from high 
quarters against our Ame1·ican manufacturers and against the 
laborers at work in our shops and the skill of our mechanics, 
four years have demonstrated that we can learn more about 
making automobiles, and have learned more, than any other 
country in the world. Now, that does not mean that we can get 
along unless we can keep this market for our people, even at 
competitive rates. We must have the difference if we pay the 
difference in wages to labor. We have got to have this, the best 
market in the world, to keep our factories running, and when 
they do run, to sell something across the water -and increase the 
output, and run them day in and day out, day and night. And 
having paid the original overhead charges, we can cheapen the 
article here and cheapen it elsewhere, and so go on from pros· 
perity to prosperity. Do not turn them out and tell them that 
we will not give them an adequate tariff to make up the differ
ence in cost here and abroad because of our labor, but give 
them the continued opportunity. I shall have something to say 
again, by and by, when we reach it, on these articles that we 
snatched out of the "not otherwise provided" clause in the 
tariff, where they had been running for yea.rs, four years ago, 
and put them in other places in the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman criticizes 
tbis clause in the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am commending it, as far as it goes. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. But the gentleman criticized our put

ting the same rate on blades and handles and other parts of 
knives and cutlery that we placed on the knives themselves. 

Mr. PAYNE. I was commending it. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understood the gentleman to criti

cize it. 
Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no; you did exactly right, as far as you 

went · 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I want to call the gentleman's atten

tion to the fact that on pocketknives and clasp knives valned 
at not exceeding $1.25 a dozen the rate in his bill was 5 cent;s 
per piece and 40 per cent ad valorem. On parts of knives and 



1913. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 835 
blades valued at not exceeding $1.25 per dozen the rate was 5 
cents per piece and 40 per cent ad valorem. On knives valued 
aboYe $1.25 and not exceeding $3 your rate was 10 cents apiece 
and 40 per cent ad valorem. On parts valued at more than 
$1.25 but not exceeding $3 your rate on the parts was 10 cents 
apiece and 40 per cent ad valorem. On knives valued above 
$3 per dozen your rate was 20 cents apiece and 40 per cent 
ad valorem. On the parts valued· above $3 per dozen yom rate 
was 20 cents apiece and 40 per cent ad valorem, putting ex
actly the same rate on the parts as you put on the _knives them
selves. Yet you criticize our bill for doing the same thing. 
. Now, we did change this rate. Gentlemen on that side of 
the House are disposed to criticize this committee because we 
are not standpatters. Well, I recognize that we are not stand
patters. The gentleman from New York [l\Ir. PAYNE] is an 
old member of that school in every sense of the word ; but this 
committee was glad to receive information, glad to adjust its 
rates according to its principles. With the lights before us a 
year ago, we fixed a rate of 35 per cent on this entire schedule. 
After further investigation we found that the 35 per cent was 
an ample rate, in our judgment, on cutlery valued at less than 
$1 a dozen, but that we were going to have a very competitive 
rate on cutlery valued above a dollar a dozen. Now, our prin
ciple is to levy a revenue tax, and by that we mean a competi
tive tax, and by a competitive tax we mean a tax that pro
duces reasonable competition and not disastrous competition. 

As we thought that the rate we had a year ago probably was 
too drastic and allowed competition to be too great, and un
necessarily too gre.at, and by a division of rates we could still 
have a reasonable competitive tariff-one t:P,at would bring suf
ficient revenue to the Government on a competitive· rate-both 
rates were largely decreased in the present bill. We concluded 
that it was wise for us to divide this paragraph in two parts 
and put a higher rate on those valued at a dollar a dozen in 
orrler that we might carry out our principles within reasonable 
limits. 

Now, the gentleman from New York criticizes the fact that we 
made changes in this bill. Why, gentlemen, if you would view 
the Payne bill as it came before this House four years ago, I 
believe after it was reported to the House, not or.iginally intro
duced-there were two prints in the House, and when it came 
back from the Seµate its own author did not know it. [Laugh
ter and applau8e on the Democratic side.] 

On many of the vital items in the bill the gentleman from 
New York took this bill back into the committee and changed it 
continuously. 

l\Ir. PAYNE. I suggest to the gentleman from Alabama that 
this bill has not got back from the Senate yet. [Laughter on 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I · am not a prophet, but I think the 
bill will come back more recognizable than did the gentleman's 
bill. Mr. Chairman, I ask that debate on the paragraph close in 
15 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. HOUSTON). The gentleman from Ala-
bama moves that debate close in 15 minutes . . 

The motion was agreed to. 
l\Ir. PLATT. l\Ir. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 35, lines 9 and 10, after the word "dozen" in each line, strike 

out the figures 35 and 55, and insert in lieu thereof the figures 45 
and 65. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Alabama whether he does not think ·the present rates are 
really entitled to be called competitive? According to the sta
tistics I have, the American production of pocketknives amounted 
to about $3,000,000, with importations amounting to about two 
million and a half dollars. That comes pretty near making 
competitive rates. The rates in this paragraph have been cut 
below the rates in the Wilson bill of 1896, which were 53.12, and 
these rates are 40. It seems to me that they ought to be put 
back to what they were in the Wilson bill or a little above. 

Mr. U~TDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gen
tleman that there are some parts of this schedule that are quite 
competitive. There are other parts that are entirely prohibitive. 
The lower grade of knives under the present rates is prohib
itive. The competitive part of this schedule is largely above 
the dollar a dozen. We have cut most of the things that go 
into the cost of production in these knives. Take the whole 
schedule and there was only $811,000 in importations. Now, we 
have not made a drastic cut in these rates under these circum
stances, because we have left on this class of knives above a 
dollar a dozen 55 per cent, one of the highest rates in this bill. 
When you come to consider that 55 per cent will largely more 
than equalize the difference in cost of labor-as a matter of 
fact the 55 per cent will more than amount to the entire labor 

cost-it seems to me that we have left a very reasonable rate 
in this bill so far as tl}.e manufacturer is concerned, and yet a 
rate that, I think, will produce a fair amount of competition, 
and we intended to produce a fair amount of competition. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am occupying the time of the gentle

man from New York. 
Mr. COOPER. The gentleman from New York has yielded 

the floor. A moment ago, in reply to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. PAYNE], the gentleman from Alabama said tha t the 
Committee on Ways and l\Ie::rns had changed the rates in the 
pending Underwood bill from those in the Underwood bill of 
a year ago, because on further investigation the committee had 
found that the bill of a year ago would permit too great com
petition. Too great competition for whom-the co11sumer? 

Mr. u:r-.TDERWOOD. No; it could not be too great for the 
consumer. 

Mr. COOPER. Then, if it is not too great for the consumer, 
is the gentleman trying to protect the producer-the manufac
turer-against competition? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. We were compelled to lower the tariff 
to a revenue basis, and a revenue basis does not mean that 
there shall be great competition with the American producer, 
that he shall be overwhelmed with competition. 

It means reasonable competition, and, as I stated, we were 
apprehensive that the rate established two years ago . on the 
top end of this schedule might produce too great competition 
with the American manufacturer, and therefore, in justice to the 
American manufacturer we put the rate higher than we had it 
in last year's bill, but make a considerable reduction below what 
it was in the Payne bill. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, too great competition means 
too much importation, but great importation would produce 
revenue. Does the gentleman mean too much revenue? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Of course, tht} gentleman is trying to 
assume that it is necessary for us to throw down the bars and 
consider nothing in this i.·eduction but the question of the fiood
ga te of importation and increasing the revenue. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman permit an interruption 
right there? 

.Mr. UNDERWOOD. Wait one moment until I finish. I have 
said in the beginning, and I say now, that although on that side 
of the House you criticize this bill as a drastic bill and as a 
drastic revision, that except in some vital necessities the com
mittee has endeavored to lower this tariff with a jackscrew 
and not with an axe, and in cutting this rate we preferred to 
make it more gradual· than we had it in the oth_er bill. That is 
the whole thing. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, what I had in mind was this: 
The Democratic platform declares that a tariff levied to protect 
an American industry is in violation of the Constitution of the 
United States. If this be true, it follows, therefore, that Mem
bers of Congress having sworn to support the Constitution of 
the United States, and to support it without mental reserva
tion, have taken an oath not to enact a tariff to protect an 
industry against too great competition. The Democratic tariff 
must be for revenue .only, and the question of the welfare or 
the condition of an industry or the question of too great com
petition ought not to be taken into account. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. PLATT] has expired. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin is recog
nized. 

Mr. MANN. But, Mr. Chairman, I understood that certain 
gentlemen were to be recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota was to be 
recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. MANN. I thought I was to be recognized for five min
utes, and if the Chair will recognize me now I will be very glad 
to yield one minute to the gentleman from Wisconsin [l\lr. 
COOPER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well. 
'Mr. COOPER. . Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Alabama 

[Mr. UNDERWOOD] said that under his bill of a year ago there 
was danger of too great competition, but not, he said, too 
great competition for the consumer-there could riot be for the 
consumer. Then he must have meant for the American pro
ducer-that is, the American producer and manufacturer were 
to meet with too great competition-and to remedy this the 
rates were changed in the Underwood bill now before us. And 
yet, according to the Democratic platform adopted last year, 
rates ~xed in a tariff bill in order to shield a manufacturer from • 
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too great competition violate the Constitution of the United 
States. · · 

I cite this only to show in this instance the utter inconsistency 
between Democratic platform principles and Democratic prac
tice. 

lllr. l\1AN1 . Mr. Chairman, when the bill passed last year it 
carried a 35 per cent ad valorem rate upon knives valued either 
above or below $1 per dozen. In the veto message which Presi
dent Taft sent to this House he called attention to the fact that 
this rate on knives would destroy the industry of producing the 
higher priced knives in this country. The gentlemen thereupon 
made a further study of the subject, and now propose a rate of 
35 per cent on knives below $1 a dozen and 55 per cent on 
knives above $1 a dozen. Of course, with the rate at 35 per 
cent the amount paid would be very much higher on knives 
above a dollar a dozen than on kniveg below a dollar a dozen; 
but here is a jump in the rate from 35 per cent to 55 per cent, 
as a protective measure, and to that extent I commend the 
gentlemen for following the advice of President Taft on the sub
ject. 

The gentleman from Alabama [l\fr. UNDERWOOD] a moment 
ago undertook to say, as I understood him, that under the 
Payne law the rates on parts of knives is the same as the rate 
on the finished knives. I do not so understand. I do not know 
what the gentleman was reading from, but probably one of the 
Treasury reports. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Here it is in my hand-imports for con
sumption. 

Mr. MANN. Very well, and I hold the law in my hand. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Here is the Treasury authodty upon 

the subject. 
Ur. MANN. Oh, no ; that is not Treasury autho1ity at alL 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. It gi>es the i·ates. 
1\Ir. MANN. That is, giving the amount of importations. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, no; it gives the rates. If the gentle

man wants to see it, I will be glad to show it to him. 
Mr. MANN. I will take what the gentleman said there, al

though that is not complete. · There the rate given was 10 cents 
each, plus an ad valorem rate, whether it was a knife or an 
unfinished part of a knife. Does anyone say that is the same 
rate? If you have 10 cents apiece on the blade and 10 cents 
apiece on the lmife that is not the same as 10 cents on the finished 
knife. I am going to say I know the gentleman from Alabama 
is able to add 10 and 10 together and make 20. The rate is not 
the same and was not the same, and the information which tlle 
gentleman ha.s is not complete. This is the law which I am 
holding in my hand in comparison with the existing law. The 
J:>ayne law was designed to have knives made and assembled 
here in this country by American labor. 

l\Ir. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Penn
sylvania [Mr. PALMER] repudiates with considerable heat and 
some sc-0rn the idea that he is a protectionist. If I have 

· said anything from which it may be fairly inferred that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania was a real protectionist, I did 
him a great injustice. He is not a real protectionist He is 
only a semiprotectionist. He believes in partly protecting the 
industries of the great State of Pennsylvania. He -does not 
believe in protecting the wool industry of the State of Wyoming 
or the wheat industry of the State of Minnesota, so I say that 
he is only a semiprotectionist. Now, the gentleman from Ala
bama insists that the rates of the present bill are competitive. 
I pointed out several instances in which the rates of the pres
ent bill are very large increases over the rates of the Under
wood bill of the last Congress. We were told during the last 
Congress that the rates of that bill were competitive. Now, 
I submit that if the rates of that bill were competitiv the rates 
which have been increased in this bill are prohibitive. Again, 
if the rates of this bill are competitive, the rates of that bill 
were way below the competitive rate and destructive, and the 
only fair inference is that that bill was offered and passed 
through the House and the Senate with a view of its meeting 
the presidential veto and of fooling the American people. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. l\Ir. Chairman, we have heard much 
· in reference to the proposed new competitive tariff. If there 
is any place that it has application, here is the schedule to 
which it ought to be applied. The importations of this class of 
goods are now large, and they a.re constantly increasing. The 
rates which are imposed by this bill under consideration, with 
one exception. are not as much as they were under the Wilson 
bill, under which the industry was gradually dying out. The 
wages paid in this industry here in America are three times 
what they are in Germany, from which nearly all the importa
tions come. The gentleman says he has imposed a rate in this 
bill which will cover the difference in cost. If so, why were 
these importations being continually increased, and what figures 

have been given to show when the wages are so much larger 
in this country than they are abroad? This rate that is pro
posed is not nearly enough to cover the difference in wages and 
the other increased costs of manufacturing in this country. It 
is simply leaving the American worker on cutlery at the mercy 
of his foreign competitors. 

The CHAffiMAN. The question is upon the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk_ read as follows : 
137. Needles for knitting or sewing machines latch needles crochet 

needles, and tape needles, knitting and all currlers', drawing 1farriers' 
fleshing, hay, tanners', plumbers', painters', palette, artists'' and shoe 
knives, forks and steels1 finished or unfinished, without handles 25 per 
cent ad valorem; with nandles, 30 per cent ad valorem : Proviaed That 
all the articles specified in this paragraph, when imported, shall have 
the name of the maker or purchaser, and beneath the same the name ot 
the country of origin indelibly stamped or branded thereon in a place 
that shall not be covered thereafter. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I tried to get recognition from 
the Chair on the last paragraph in regard to bu~er knives, 
and so forth. . 

The CH.A.IRMAN. The Chair did not hear the gentleman 
and will recognize the gentleman now. 

.Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I simply want to call attention to the fact that there is 
a raise on the butcher and kitchen knife business in the duty. 
The paragraph in the former Underwood bill had a duty of 25 
per cent ad va.lorem in those knives with or without handles 
but they differentiate here; without handles they put it at 25 
per cent and with handles they put it at 30 per cent. another 
instance where he ought to take off his hat to President Taft 
and beg bis pardon for what he had said about him in the 
campaign when he called attention in his veto to these various 
little slips that he had made in that bill, having so many things 
not even on a competitive basis let alone a protective basis. 
There is another thing to which I wish to call attention. The 
President of the United States in his campaign last fall said 
that his cheek blushed with shame when he saw in a shop an 
article stamped, "Macle in Germany" He did not kn.ow that 
was in the law. They have got it in this bill, they bad it ill
the former paragraph requiring the stamping of the name on 
the article itself, and I hope the gentleman, when he consu1t8 
with the President the next time about this bill, will tell the 
President that that was put in the law way back in 1890 and 
it has been kept there ever since. 

That is the reason his cheeks flushed with shame when he· 
saw "Made in Germany" on the knife, and arrived at the un
patriotic conclusion that that was because the Germany goods 
were bett~r. It was because our American goods are better 
that our American manufacturers insisted that that stamp be 
put on the article, way back in 1890, and because of their in
sistence it is there yet in this present law. 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman states 
that tlµs paragraph is a raise in the rates. The Payne bill 
levied a rate of 41 per cent. · 

Mr. PAYNE. I did not say it raised the rate in the Payne 
bill, but in the Underwood bill of a year ago. · 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman failed to explain him
self, and therefore I will apologize. 

Mr. PAYNE. I spoke about the President's vetoing of your 
bill a year ago. The gentleman does not pay attention. · 

Mr. U:~"TIERWOOD. I will leave it to the RECORD. You 
would ·imagine from what the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN] said a moment ago that the President had vetoed these 
iron and steel schedules on account of these items we had raised. 
I have just read the veto message to see whether he said any- · 
thing about knives, or butcher knives, or the raising of the 
rates; and if the President ever heard of the subject he en
tirely overlooked it and did not mention it in his message. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will allow me, I could tell the 
gentleman they were not mentioned by name in the veto mes
sage, and also that the President got his information before the 
Senate committee, both as to knives and other items, and that is 
the reason he vetoed your bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. He vetoed it without informing us, and, 
therefore, as he did not inform us it is evident that we did not 
raise the rate on account of the President's vetoing it. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman has the message there. Did he 
not say he vetoed it because you had reduced the rates on cer
tain articles there? 

Mr. fil'DERWOOD. Yes; the principal tune the President 
sung in this message was in relation to machine tools · made in 
Cincinnati. 

Ji.fr. PAYNE. He spoke generally about rates. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. The President probably told the gentle

man from New York his reasons for vetoing the bill under the 
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impression that he was the Congre~ and! then forgot to put it abroad or buy them at home, as he sees fit ~rdinai:ily m the 
in his message. · interest of competition. the gentleman from Alahama bas, so ar-

1\fr~ UNDERWOOD. Exactly. And cutlery is a very tmpor- ranged the rates that it is to the advantage of th& manufaet:urer 
ta:nt industry in the State- of my friend from New York [1\Ir. or of the assembler of manufactured articles. to hey the parts 
P.AYNE], and as the President left it out of the veto message I abroad and employ no labor in the United States m the fabri
have no doubt he salved the soul of the gentleman from New cation of these articles, save alone in their assembling. But 
York by telling him he was taking care of his home industry. the gentleman is not consistent as to that, because that rule, 

Mr. PAYNE. :r want to sa-y to the gentleman that I never carried out in some of the schedules, is violated: in others, as it 
said a word concerning the veto message to the President. is in the one now under discussion. [Applaus_e on the· Repub-

1\Ir. MARTIN of Sooth Dakota. Mr. Chairman. in view of lican side.] 
the recent statement of an explanation of the gentleman from The CHAIRl\lA.l~. The Clerk will read. 
Alabama [l\fr. UNDERWOOD} as to the competitive principle in The Clerk read as follows~ 
this ta.riff, I would like to ask the gentleman whether on the 136. Table, kitchen, and hospital utensils, or other simila-r honow-
paragraph we passed a shoi:t time ago, as to automo. biles, the ware of aluminum or of iron or steel, enameled. or glaz:ed with· vitreous 

glass:es, but n<Jt ornamented or- decorated with li.tbog.J.!8.phic· or othe-r 
45 per cent is a competitive or a revenue-raising rate?. printing-, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. U1\'DERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that I posi~ . .. 
ttvely decline to go back to it at this. time. , Mr. PALl\IER. Mr. Chairman, I oifei an :imemfment.. 

Mr. MAR.TIN of South Dakota. I hope we will have time to 1
• The CHAIRMAN. The gentlen;mn fi:am Penn.~l:vama [Mr. 

do so in the consideration of this bill, so that we may have an. i PALMEBJ offers an amendmen.t, which the Clerk will report~ 
ex:planation as to whether the rate in tbe automobile item is a i The Clerk read as fellows · 
competitiv·e or a revenue-raising rate. · Page 36, line 20, after the .~or:d .. ware.,' .. inser.t: the. words 'C"Om-

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that during , posed wholly;· .or of chief value. 
his absence I fully discussed that~ as. did my colleague, and I The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the a.mend-
refer him to to-morrow morning's. RECORD for the information. . ment. 

Mr. PALMER. l\I.r:. Chairman, I offer an. amendment. ! The question was ta.ken, and the amendment was agreed. to. 
The OHAIRl\lAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [M.r. The CHAIB~IAN. The Cle:rk wm read'. 

PALMER] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. T1'1.e Clerk read as foll'ows: 
The Clerk read as follows: , 140. Rivets, studs. and steel points .. lathed, machined.,_ or brightened, 

th and rivets or studs for Bonskldding automobile· tires, ana rivets of' iron 
Page 36, line 12, after the word "shotguns,~· strike out e comma.. or stee-I~ not specially pro"l!id>edt for in tb:is; se.e.tli<Jn, 2Q1 per c~mt ad 

The CHAIRMA.l.'i. The question is on agreeing to the amend- valt~f.°crosscut saws. mill saws, pit and drag· saws. cfreular· saws, steer 
ment. band saws, finished or further advanced than, tempered- andJ vaifsbed, 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. hand',, batck, and alt other saws, not specially pi:evided. for. in! thi sec-
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. ti-On, 12' per cent ad ulorem. 
The Clerk read as follows: Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Ohakm.ru:i, I ·moV'e: to strum (:mt the· last 
135. Breech-loading shotgUDB and rifies c0mbina_tlon shotguns and word. I sh<>uld like to a.sk my friend fr.om Pemisylvani:a. U 

rill.es, and parts thereof and fittings there'lor. including ba~rels fm:tp._er these saws embraced in this :paragraph at 12 per cent duty 
advanced than rough bored only; pistols, whether automatic, magazrne.z in.elude· the. Disstcm. saws that he fOund advertised: illl the Satur
or revolving, or parts thareoi and fittings thei:efor .. 35 ver cen.t aa day Evening Post that were sold ail o;ver <:rea.tian and e-very-
valorem. where else? 

l\1r. MONDELL. Mr-. Chairman, the gentleman from South 1\1.r. PALMER. Yes~ and we reduced; the rate fr0111' something 
Dakota. [Mr. MARTIN] and the gentleman ftam Wisconsin [Mi:: like.--
CooPER] a moment ago· were unrea.sonable enaugb to expect the M:r. P A.YNE. I can. tell the gen.tleman-ftom 2.5 per cent to 
gentlemen in charge of the bill to express or- to- exhiMt any 12 per cent 
consistent line CY! argument with regard to it. · Mr. PALMER. I think it was from 30. per cent ta 12 per cent. 

l\!r. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, l want to advise my Mr~ PAYNE.. No~ from 25. per cent to 12 per cenL 
friend from Wyoming that I am going to be unreasonable .Mr, PALMER. Below the Payne law. 
enough to insist that he shall argue this paragraph. [Laughter.J l\'lr. PAYNE. I think I cut it in tw-0' four y.eai.:& agq. 

Mr. M01\'TIELL. Very well. I shall be very glad t& do it, l\Ir. PALMER.. And we followed suit and cut. it. in two 
because this paragraph illustrates the inconsistency to which I again~ 
was going to refer. Sometimes the gentlemen place a high.ell' Mr. PAYNE.. You are following suit on a good many things 
rate of duty on the raw material or on the parts of the :tin.i:sh.ed and a1·e learning all the time.. If you would o~ be consistent 
produet than on the finish~d product itself. Sometimes the rates nbout it w0 could commend. your bill. 
are just the other way, and sometime~ as. in this case, the- rate l\fe, MARTIN of South Dakota-. 1. shonld like to. ask ID'e gen.
ts the same en the raw materiat, on the parts, and on the· fin- tleman. from Pennsylvania why it is that he reduced down to 
!shed product. ' 20 pel"' cent ad valorem the duty- on rivets. or studs- for non.-

I was about to remark, when interrupted: by the gentleman skidding automobile tires but retained the- duty of 45 ire.r cent 
from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD], that it is alto:gether nnrea- on the automobiles.? 
sonable for gentlemen on this side to expect the gentlemen in Mr. P~IER. It the gentleman: had been here when we dis-
charge of the bill to be logical in their explanation of the bill, cussed the. auto.mobile qnestioll:--
because the bill itself is so, illogical that there- ts. no logical ex- Mr. l\IARTIN of Soutb Dakota. Urr!ort.unately I was not, 
planation that ·can be given of its, paragraphs and o! its rates. and unfortWlately also I have nob the- dispositi&.n to: rea-d all 
,We started out with a free-trade schedule and with a free-trade that the gentleman said about it. It would take too much time. 
defender thereof in the person of the gentleman from New York Mr. PALMER. I d°' not think the gentleman ought · t<>' take 
[Mr. HAruusoN"]. The next schedule was defended by a tariff- advantage of his: absence from his. duty to eompef us to go 
for-revenue gentleman, with some leaning· toward protection. over again that which we have discussed very considerably in 
This particular schedule is in the charge &f the gentleman from his absence. 
Pennsylvania. [Mr. PALMER], who is a partial protectionist in Mr. HAMILTON or Michigan. And I think it is very nnf:.Ui-
spots. [Laughter.- cm the Repnbliean side.] to ask the rest of us to listen to it, too'. [Laughter.} 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of o:r- l\fr. p ALMER. I think so. I agree with tbat entirely. But 
der that the gentleman from Wyoming- is not discussing kite.hen I will say to the gentleman from South Dakota. bri"efl-y,- that it 
knives or table knives.. although his discussio-n is very pointed is only finishedi automobiles that bear the rate, of 45 per cent. 
[laughter], or any sort of a gun, The automobile chassi~ whieh is the only part at- the automo-

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, this is one of the cases bile which is imported' for the cheape.ir ears or for the· commer
where I understand the gentleman has reduced the rate with a cial. cars, comes in at 30 per cent.. and parts- of' automobiles 
jackscrew. [Laughtel'.' on the Republican side.] How much under this law ce>me in at 20 per cent. 
the gentleman must have L'egretted it when some one who is Afr. MARTI.i'( o-f South Dakota. Wey should these se:purate 
said to, reside at the other end of the A venue took the jack- parts' pay 20 per cent and the parts combined inta an automobile 
screw from under his wool rate! [La.ughte.r on the Republican pay 45 per cent? 
side.} l\1r. PA.Ll\IER. In the interest of finishing this' bill I refer 

I will not say that placing wool on the free list is a reduction the- gentleman to the RECORD. I do. not care tcr, gu av.er that any 
with an ax, it is a reduetion hy <IYnamite, even more destruc- more. 
tive than by any ax. [Laughter.] In this particnlar paragraph The CHAIRMAN. If there be no obj'OOllon, the: pro forma 
the gentleman is consistent in bis incomiistency, and the Ameri- amendment wiil be considend as withdrawn and the Cterk will 
can manuf::tctm·er· can either buy the parts of his shotguns read.. 
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The Clerk read as follows : 
143. Umbrella and parasol ribs and stretchers, composed in chief 

value of iron, steel, or other metal, in frames or otherwise, and tubes 
for umbrellas, wholly or partially finished, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

l\Ir. MOORE. l\Ir. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 

an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 36, line 13, after the word " finished," strike out " 35 per cent 

ad valorem " and insert " 40 per cent ad valorem." 

l\Ir. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, this paragraph illustrates the 
habit of the committee of imposing even higher duties on the 
raw materials than on the finished articles. It is strange that 
so many people of the United States were deceived during the 
late campaign into believing that the Democratic Party would 
play fair with the manufacturers of the country, and would not 
destroy legitimate industries. 

One of the gentlemen who had perfect faith that the party 
now in control would frame a tariff bill that would not destroy 
legitimate industry advises me that "a mistake" has been made 
in that part of the bill which relates to umbrellas and the com
ponent parts thereof. Indeed, I find there are several gentle
men who have the same notion. One of them writes: 

Now, it must surely have been an oversight on the part of the com
mittee to give a preference of 15 per cent to foreign manufacturers 
and to otherwise handicap the American makers by having the com
pleted article 15 per cent lower than the component parts. Such a 
schedule, if put through, would be apt to put every American manu
facturer out of business. 

Mr. Chairman, the committee in tllis bill fixed the um
brella duty at 30 per cent ad valorem, and. then they fixed the 
duty upon umbrella and parasol ribs and stretchers which 
enter into the manufacture of the umbrella at 35 per cent. 
Then, in order to make it still more interesting to the man 
whose industry in this country was not to be destroyed, when it 
came to the woven fabric, of which silk was a component part, 
they provided a duty of 45 per cent ad valorem, so that they 
made it utterly impossible, if a man wanted to manufacture 
an umbrella in this country, to get any of his raw materials at 
a less price than the foreigner could send his finished umbrella 
into the country for. 

Mr. P A.YNEJ. If the gentleman will allow me, I want to sug
gest to him that the item was in at 30 per cent instead of 35 
per cent in the Underwood bill a year ago, and undoubtedly the 
-reto was what called attention to it. I want to inquire whether 
it would not have been better for these O'entlemen to have gone 
to the White House a year ago, instead of confining their visit to 
about a month ago? 

l\1r. l\IOOREJ. I think the gentleman is entirely right in his 
supposition as to what they should ha-re done. But the truth 
is, the committee saw that an error had been made in attempt
ing to establish a revenue duty in regard to umbrella frames, 
and did, on the appeal of certain Democratic representatives 
of manufacturers of umbrellas, change base and give an added 
protection of 5 per cent, bringing the rate upon finished um
brellas up to 35 per cent. As the situation now stands, um
brella and parasol ribs and stretchers, composed in chief value 
of iron, steel, or other metals, and tubes for umbrellas are 
to come into the United States at a duty of 35 per cent, and 
the finished umbrella is to come in at 35 per cent, but the silk 
which goes into the umbrella-and most people, whether rich 
or poor, use umbrellas in this country-is taxed at 45 per cent. 
So ernrything as it stands in the bill is in the interest of the 
men who want to send abroad to manufacture umbrellas and 
the component parts, because it is impossible for men in the 
United States to get their raw materials cheaper than the 
finished product. 

l\Ir. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, the discussion with which we 
liave been favored ought to commend itself to the distinguished 
gentleman from Wyoming--

Mr. MONDELL. It does. [Laughter.] 
1\Ir. PALMER (continuing). As evid~nce of that incon

sistency in the conduct of men when it comes to making tariffs 
that seems to arouse his criticism. He would do well if he 
would train his popguns upon his colleagues on that side of the 
ai le who have just now exhibited this startling inconsistency. 

We find the gentleman from New York cooperating with .the 
gentleman from Minnesota at all times, and complaining against 
our conduct in raising .the rates in the bill over those of the 
Un<lerwood bill of a year ago. We find immediately afterwards 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. [l\Ir. 1\fooRE], and the gen
tleman from Iowa, to whom evidently an absolutely contrary 
duty has been assigned in this debate, complaining because we 
did not raise the rates high enough. 

The gentleman from· New York takes us to task for raising 
the rates from 30 per cent to 35 per cent over the Underwood 

bill, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania takes us to task for 
not raising the rates from 30 per cent to 40 per cent. 

-Now, as to the gentleman's charge of inconsistency by reason 
of carrying a larger rate on the materials or parts than we do 
on the finished product. I could call his attention to dozens of 
cases in every tariff law which has ever been on the statute 
books where that necessarily inconsistent feature appears. It 
is far less inconsistent in a Democratic bill written upon a 
Democratic theory than it would be or has been in some of the 
Republican bills in the past, because when we write a rate with 
regard to the competition which will result from the rate we 
do not necessarily take into consideration the rates upon the 
component materials that go into the finished product, but the 
exact situation in trade between this country and other countries. 

'l'here may be now less competition in the finished article 
than in the component parts, or vice versa, and it is a question 
of how much competition now prevails under the present rate. 
That is largely instrumental in determining whether the rates 
should be reduced, and how far, in order that a proper amount 
of competition throughout the entire line of business activity in 
these manufactured articles may be kept up; we consider the 
amount of the production in this country in ·connection with 
the amount of imports under the rate, and fix the rate with 
regard to that. If it so happens that the component materials 
carry a higher rate than the finished article, it will be because 
there is to-day less competition in the finished article than in 
the component material, and we desire to bring about a proper 
relation. 

l\fr. MOORE. Does the gentleman think that is a fair argu
ment to apply to a man whose house is burning? 

l\Ir. PALMER. Nobody's house is burning as far as umbrella 
ribs are concerned. [Laughter.] 

Mr. l\IARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. I think this afternoon of the second 
day of proceeding under these various schedules has got far 
enough along to sample the quality of this bill and to demon
strate conclusively that it is not built upon any consistent plan 
or system that the gentleman from Pennsylvania or anyone else 
can explain to the satisfaction of reasonable men. 

If they have made a reduction in the rates and it will bring 
in a greater revenue because of greater importations, the ex
planation is that this is a revenue tariff, and they have no regard 
for its effect upon the industries of the country; and if, on the 
other hand, they have so changed the rates that importations 
will be reduced, they state that we are not compelled to seek a 
revenue from this particular item because we now have an in
come tax. Here is an instance in the umbrella schedule upon 
which they have the rates on the raw material higher than tha 
finished product. We have just had another schedule, to wit, 
the automobile schedule, in which they have the finished-product 
rates much higher than the rates on the various parts compos
ing it. 

Mr. P .A.Ll\IER. l\lr. Chairman, .will the gentleman yield? 
.Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Yes. 
Mr. PALMER. The gentleman will notice that if the amend

ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MOORE] shall 
prevail, the rate on the raw or semiraw materials will be still 
higher than the rate on the finished product. 

Mr. l\IOORID. We will come to that when we reach it. 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I am not so 

much interested in the position of the gentleman from Pennsyl
\rania [Mr. l\fooRE] as I am in the efforts-futile efforts, it 
seems to me--of the gentlemen to explain the system of con
struction upon which the bill has been made. It makes no dif
ference what you call the rate on any article; it is to the ex
tent of the rate protective. Take the automobile industry-a 
consumption of automobiles in this country to the amount of 
$158,000,000. There is a rate of 45 per cent. That is prohibi
tive, practically. I.ess than $2,000,000 in value of automobiles 
were brought into this country, and only about $2,000,000 in 
parts and completed automobiles altogether. 

Take the completed automobiles and the component parts and 
the consumption in this country is over $240,000.000. The rate 
of 45 per cent is practica1ly prohibitive. It is a protective rate, 
no matter what you call it. It does not produce revenue; it 
does not produce foreign competition in the industry. The Re
publican Party are frank enough to say that this rate is made 
because the industry is employing thousands and thousands of 
.American laborers and consuming thousands upon thousands of 
American raw materials as well as foreign raw materials; build
ing up a great profital:e industry I.hat has probably added more 
impetus than any other one single industry :o the prosperity of 
this country in the last 10 years. The gentleman from Penn
sylvania [l\Ir. PALMER] is not willing to destroy this industry 
nor to place it upon _either a revenue basis or a competitive 
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basis, and he is not frank enough to say that he has regard for 
this important industry. The fact of the business is that the 
rates protect. If you can produce an article in this country 
and you put a rate upon it, you protect it, no matter what you 
may call it, and the merits of this bill, when it is in operation, 
will be judged by \ ; hether it tends to encourage or destroy the 
great prosperity in which we are now indulging-. 

Last year, 1912, marked the high-water mark both in produc
tion and exportation. We produced in round figures something 
like $30 000,000,000, $8,500,000,000 in agriculture and $21,-
000,000,000 of manufactures. We expc rted $2,204,000,000 of that. 
We imported something like $1,600.000,000. '.l'hey were the 
largest exportations and impprtations in the hi.3tory of the 
country. We can stand experimentation now, perhaps, as well 
as at any other time, and when these gentlemen have placed 
their tariff schedules in op£::ration, they will be judge-=. accord
ing to how they work. A protective principle always has worked 
well anJ. always will work well in this country, and I commend 
their preserving some measure of protection on some of the im
portant industries, although I can not commend their lack of 
frankness in confessing the fact. 

l\fr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto close in 
10 minutes. 

The CHAIR?ifAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, speaking of the umbrella 

paragraph, in order that I may be within the rules, I am glad 
that there is one proposition on which the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] and I a.re in full agreement. He 
says that the bumps and inconsistencies in this bill are n-0t so 
remarkable in a Democratic bill as they would be in a Repub
lican bill. I agree with him on that proposition absolutely. As 
a matter of fact, I have· about come to the condusion that the 
gentlemen do not expect to be expected to be consistent. It is 
unfortunate the gentleman from Pennsylvania did not give suffi
cient attention to what was said by the gentleman from Minne
sota [Mr. ANDERSON] and his c-0lleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
MooRE] to understand that they did not pre, test against his ha v
il:.g increased or decreased any one particular rate. What they 
did protest against was the bumpy, humpy, hobble-skirted, limp
ing character of these schedules. For instance, here are certain 
of the component parts of umbrellas at 35 per cent. Over on 
page 97 .are other parts ot umbrellas at 30 per cent, and in the 
silk schedule are other parts of umbrellas at 45 per cent, and 
the umbrella itself bears a rate of 35 per cent. Now, the gen
tleman from Pennsylvania knows-we all know-that there is 
neither rhyme nor reason in that sort of thing. It is just com
mon, ordinary blundering, as, in my opinion, the rates on auto
mobiles and their parts are. When the gentleman from South 
Dakota asked wby these inconsistencies in the automobile sched
ule, he is told to read in the REcoRD to-morrow the explanation 
the gentlemen from Alabama and Pennsylvania claim to have 
made. 

The trouble is that when the gentleman from Minnesota 
and the gentleman from South Dakota examine the RECORD 
to-morrow they will discover that the gentlemen from Alabama 
and Pennsylvania sent them to the RECORD for a snipe hunt. 
They will find no explanation there. As the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MANN] well said, there is no one on earth out
side of a certain class of eleemosynary institutions or the vic
tims of .an overdose ot Welsh rarebit who can explain why auto
mobiles should be 40 per cent;, parts of automobiles 20 per 
cent; bicycles, 25 per cent, parts and all; and these little 
choo-choo affairs tllll t are a cross between the bicycle and the 
automobile bear a different rate from either of the other two, 
both in whole and in part. There is no explanation for these 
things, no logic in them. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. 1\Ir. Chairman, I do not think I 
care to take up the full five minutes. The discussion of this 
bill, as the discussion of all tariff questions, brings out argu
ment in favor of designing measures that will protect laborers, 
and some gentle.man has this n.ttemoon stated that organized 
labor was for a. protective tariff. Even in this debate since this 
bill has been before the committee reference has been made to 
a comparison between some of thi building trades in this coun
try and those of some foreign countries, when in fact the 
tariff can not have anything to do with the wages of the build
ing craftsmen of this cotmti·y. They do not build buildings in 
foreign countl"ies and sell them in competition with the builders 
here, and the faet is, Mr. Chairman. that the American build
ing craftsmen are n-0t only the best paid workmen of this cotm
try or any other country, but they are the most efficient and 
capable· workmen. We construct buildings cheaper in the 
United States than anywhere else. I do not blame the gentle-

man for taking these things as a j-0ke, because he does not care 
anything about the working people anyhow, probably. The fact 
is you are not going to fool the working people any more ·with 
this argument that you are making about protecting the Ameri~ 
can workingman. He has waked up to the fact that you have 
been fooling him for all these years and he is not going to 
allow the wool to be pulled over his eyes any longer. 

.Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. This is umbrellas. 
Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. That is one of the hopeful 

signs. that they have woke up to the deception that has been 
practiced on them in these arguments by men who should be 
representing them here in a eincere and honest manner. 

Ur. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. AUSTIN. I just want to call the attention of the gen

tleman from Alabama to the fact that the gentleman from Illi
nois is not strictly observing the rule that he enforced against 
me this morning · 

Mr. BUTLER. The gentleman is talking about honest men 
now. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I have n-0 objection and I withdraw the point 
of order. 

l\Ir. BUCHANAN of Illinois. If I have made any objection
able remarks, I might withdraw them, but I am getting tired 
of this argument about protecting labor when labor has always 
had to tight its own battles, and probably will have t.o in the 
future. What labor wants is t-0 have their legal and constitu
tional rights protected and a fair opportunity and a square 
deal; they do not need any tariff laws to protect them at all. 
I want to have read here as a part of my remarks, in my own 
time, a statement made before President Taft by the secretary 
of the Federation of Labor urging the signing of the immigra
tion bill. I desire to have part of that read to show the posi
tion he takes; that a protective tarift'.. while it protects the 
manufacturer in collecting tribute in the way of abnormally 
high prices from the working people of this country, never has 
given the workingman any protection in the way of high wages. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Mr. President, it is now an undisputed fact that in many industries 

the emigrants who oome here are working for such low wages that the 
American born can not compete with them. Th-ey can not live on tbe 
wages p.aid and support a family. 

In support of the position that the American born can n-0t compete 
with foreigners and live on the wages pa'id to them and support a fam
ily, I refer you to the investigation of the Bethlehem Steel Works 
made by a committee of the Federal Council of the Churches of Christ 
and the investigation made by Commissioner Neill, of the Department 
of Labor, as to wages and conditions in th~ steel industry. 

We ask for this legislation for the purpose of giving the wage 
workers of this country an opportunity for self-improvement; an op
portunity for a br~thlng spell, so they can secure improved conditions 
both as to hours and wages. 

In passing I will call your attention to the fact that industry is 
protected by a tariff, but labor ls not. The products of labor are pro
tected. but we have a free flow of labor co.ming to these shores all the 
time. The manufacturers have protection against productB manufac
tured by cheap labor in foreign countries. but labor has no protection 
against the importation of cheap labor. 

The opponents of this measure will say that if the products of labor 
are protected, then labor itself must be benefited, beenuse the manu
facturer ean sell the product at a much highel!' rate than can be ob
tained in other countries, and will thus be in a position to pay higher 
wages to his employees. The first contention is well founded. The 
manufacturer does receive a higher rate than the products can be pur
chased in other countries, and the second contention, that they can 
pay higher wages to their employees, is also true, but the fact is they 
do not pay higher wages. They pay lower wages. We find that in 
the highest protected industries, particularly in the industries that are 
now controlled by trusts, such as the Steel Trust, Rubber Trust. Sugar 
Trust, packing-house employees, and textile industry, the lowest wage 
in the eountry is pa1d to their employees, and in some of them less 
than a living wage for a family. A high tariff has nothing to do with 
the wages paid in these industries. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro form.a amend
ment will be withdrawn. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MOORE]. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
noes -seemed to have it. 

Mr. MOORE. Division, Mr. Chairman. 
The committee divided; and there were-ayes 23, noes 54. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
144. Wheels for railway purpcses, or parts thettOf, made ol iron 

or steel, and steel-tired wheels for railway purposes, whether wholly 
or partly finished, and iron or steel locomotive, ear, Ol" oth-er railway 
tires or parts thereof, wholly or partly manufaetu.red, 25 per eent· ad 
valorem; ingots, cogg.ed ingots, blooms, 01· blanks for the samei.... without 
regard to the degree of manufacture, 10 per ee-nt ad valorem: .Pi'O'Didcd, 
That when wheels for railway pn1·poses, or pa1·ts tbl."reof, of i.J.·ou or 
steel, are imported with iron or teel axle fitted in tbe~ tb wheels 
and axles together shall be dutiable at the same rate as is provided for 
the wheels when imported separately. 
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· l\Ir. ·FARR. · Mr. Chairman--
Mr. MOOREl. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend.-

ment. . 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 

MooRE] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
.. The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 38, line 18, after the word " manufactured," strike out " 25 per 
cent ad valorem ". and insert ' 1 one-fourth cent per pound"; and on the 
same page, line 20, after the word " manufactured," strike out " 10 
per cent ad valorem" and insert "1 cent per pound." 

Mr. MOOREl. Mr. Ohairman, this is essentially a labor propo
sition. I sit in this House sometimes amazed at the sort of 
twaddle that is ::;iassed out to the public through the CONGRES
SIONAL RECORD as the voice of labor in the United States. It 
seems to me the time has come when a Member of this House, 
who is as much a laborer as the man who belongs to a union or 
the man who stands here assuming to speak for a union or· a 
particular class of workers, ought to be man enough to ·assert 
h~mself. It is an odd thing that one or two men here should 
al ways be picked as the real spokesman of labor. Awhile ago 
we could not quote from Samuel Gompers even without objec
'.tion when the thing to be quoted disproved what has been said 
on this floor against the protection of labor. 

I said the amendment I offer is a · iabor proposition. It is a 
labor proposition, because it not only involves millions of capi
tal but the employment of thousands of men who may or may 
not belong to labor unions, or may or may not have special 
spokesmen on this floor, but who have a right to the protection 
of the law in this country, which my friend from Illinois [Mr. 
BUCHANAN] said awhile ago they did not need. A little while 
ago we had read from the Clerk's desk a clipping from some 
newspaper quoting some crank or other, some new faddist, who 
intimated that all the people in the insane asylums were people 

. who had toiled in. the mi11s, and by reason of excess of toil had 
been forced into insanity, when the real truth doubtless is that 
many of those who get into insane asylums are those who do 
not have any useful thing to do and who do not give their real 
share of labor to the common welfare of the land. 

.I Eay ·this amendment is essential to the labor. In Germany 
and in France these railway wheels, made by honest but ·m
_paid labor, are protected by the laws of . those. countries in a 
manner in which you do not propo~e to protect them in the 
Underwood bill. Germany makes it compulsory upon the people 
to buy railroad wheels of the German manufacturers, and 
England makes it compulsory upon the people . of England to 
buy the railway wheels · made by ~the workingmen of England. 
And yet in this bill you propose to reduce the rates that have 
afforded protection to the men who make the wheels in the 
United States and offer inducements to England and Germany, 
with cheaper material, to send their material here. 

Mr. Chairman, I speak for men who work. · I work, and I 
do not take odds from anyone with regard to the amount of 
·work I do. It is of service to the community, and I am doing 
my part just as worthily, I hope, as any man who wears a 
badge or label of any kind; and so it is with every man who 
earns his salt. He is something · of a demagogue who takes any 
other position. I intend to incorporate in my remarks a state
ment that comes from men over their own signatures-over 
100 of them-men who work in the mills making car wheels, 
who ask this Congress to protect them in their American occu
pation against the cheaper labor of England and Germany 
which some of the professed friends of labor on this floor wish 
'to introduce in order to beat down the American wage. 

I append tlle following letters: 
RAILWAY STEEL-SPRING CO., SCOTT WORKS, 

Philadelphia, Pa., April 21, 1913. 
Hon. J. HAMPTON MOORE, 

House of R£presentatives, Washington, D. 0. 
. DEAR SIR: You will find inclosed herewith a petition from the local 
officers and employPes of the Railway Steel-Spring Co., at Philadelphia, 
Pa., together with signatures of some of the most prominent business 
men at this point, protesting against the proposed reduction in the 

.tariff on railway tires as covered by the proposed amendment to the 
tariff' in the bill now before Cong1·ess, reading as follows: 

" Wheels for rail way purposes, or parts thereof, . made of iron or steel, 
and steel-tired wheels for railway purposes, whether . wholly or partly 
finished, and iron or steel locomotive, car, or other railway tires or 
parts thereof, wholly or partly manufactured, 25 per cent ad valorem," 
etc. 

There are miilions of dollars Invested in this industry at various 
places in this counti·y, and a large number of men are employed in the 
works at this point. '.fhe maximum wages have been paid, and satisfac
.tory labor conditions have prevailed at all times. The present tariff on 
tires ls H cents per pound, and the proposed reduction to 25 per cent 
ad valorem Is a per·centage reduction of 6! per cent. We can not help 
but feel that this is a situation which has not been properly presented 
to l\fr. UNDl!l.RWOOD and the other gentlemen of the . Ways and l\Ieans 
Committee, and this opportunity ls taken to inform you of the true 
facts of the case. 

In England and Germany tires are sold at higher prices than are 
char·ged by American manufacturers to ra.il.roads in the United States. 

Canada and Mexico are practically the "dumping grounds" of Europe 
for· the excess productk :i of these- materials by European lllam .. _::cturers, 

and it is certain the United States would receive large qua"ntities of 
these products from England and Germany if the proposed reduction in 
tariff on tires becomes a law. 

England protects . its industry. by compulsory use of British tires in 
England and the colonies, whlle German:r does the same for the Ger
man manufacturers by means of a high tariff. 

The Ure-manufacturing plants in America have been and still are 
able to produce these materials largely in excess of the American de
mands for themh and it was in the endeavor of American manufacturers 
to dispose of t elr excess pro. duction that they learned of the prices 
prevailing in Canada and Mexico. · 

W_e feel that it is but right and just for us to request simply the re
tent~on of th~ present duty on wheels and tires for the purpose of· con
servmg to thIS country the manufacture and sale of products for which 
as ab_ove stated, this country is already oversuppbed with producing' 
capacity. . 

In sq.bmlttlng the inclosed petitio~, therefore, we ask you to use all 
the means at _your command to prevent any reduction whatever in 

wheels for rallw~r purposes or parts thereof, etc., or railway tires or 
parts thereof, etc., as a matter of justice to American tire manufac
turers as w~ll .as the protecti9n of the large number of workmen em-
ployed in this mdustry. . 

Respectfully submitted. 
RAILWAY STEEL SPRING Co., SCOTT WORKS 
FRED w. HARRIS, Manager. , 

. PHILADELPHIA, PA., Aprii -, 1913. 
Hon. J . HAMPTON MOORl!l, 

House of Repr68entatives, Washington, D. o. 
DEAn Sm : We, the undersigned, residents of your congressional dis

trict, hereby respectfully call your attention to the matter of the pro
posed reduction in the tariff on " wheels for railway pui·poses and parts 
thereor, e~c., * • * and other railway tires or parts thereof etc. " 
now pendmg before Congress. · ' ' 

The proposed reduction in the tariff on the above-mentioned products 
would seriously affect one of the most important industries as carried 
on by the. Railway Steel Spring Co. in the city of Philadelphia, and 
wo~1ld pos1_tively result in the cessation of that company's activities. at 
Ph1ladelph1a. It is well known to you that the Railway Steel s rin<> 
~o. is one or the best wage-paying rnctories in Philadelphia, and ~pon 
its operation a great many W?r.kmen and their famllles depend. . 

We therefore earnestly petition you · to use all honorable means at 
your command to prevent the proposed reduction in the tariff on the 
above-meutiuned products. · 

Charles T. Nichols, F. W. Harris, J. E. Morrison, Edward 
Wllllams, l\Iartin T. Convery, Thomas G. Coleman, Wil
liam Ostertag, Chas. Bohmer, Jas. N. Foster, William 
H. Desher, sr., Adam Hoover, B. Frank Roland, James 
McLeesi... Wm. ~icConnell, Wm. Isherwood, W. o. Vane, 
Alb~rt .J. Hastinas, q-eo. W. Dargin, W. H. Desher, jr., 
Chris. Bersold, Patrick Hughes James Shepherd w 
Harry Bright, Milton Hersch, john C. Whitman,' ~\be 
Rossman, Adolph Otto, H. F. M. Withington, August 
Laicx, George F. Radford, Thomas Gauden, Frank B. 
Homa~. Frank H. Hughs, John H. Mairs, Leonard Coffin 
W. Bri~ht, Chas. !ilcKenner, George F. Moore, William 
Coffin, .James San time, _'Walter. Schaeffer, Charles Artese, 
Geo .. Brunetti, P. Schmidt, Guido Brunetti, Angelo Dike, 
Dommlco Fressl, Henly Perrow, G. Dare, S. Leeser, J. 
Schurm, W. C. Ebbert, Joseph Rafman, Pasquale Amato, 
Lues Segal, Francis McLe~r;i1 John Merklinger, Joseph 
W. Lunn, Edward J. W1luamson, Theo. G. Rambo, 
Samuel l\IcCall, James G. Fowkes P M Walton 
Thos. H. Rowdall, Chris. Grahamt-Pete1: Cre.mins Leo 
Maynas, Henry J. O'Neill, Fra~ .w. Davis, Edwa~d L. 
Birch, A. Penrose Ambler, W1lhrun E. Conover, G. 
Howard Byan, Edward P. Crawford, George Veale, Wil
liam T. Nichols, H. R. Edwards, Wm. M. Mervine, John 
H. Wolf, P. L. Freyi H. A. Trlpple John Kloos J 
Donovan, Wesley Miller, Stanly Shultz William Futz' 
Yoeku.le Koll, Max Muntz, . Tony Giuseppe Harry 
Camenisch. ' 

STANDARD STEEL WORKS co. 
Philadelphia, Pa., April 2l!, 1913. 

Hon. J. HAMPTON l\IOORR, 
The Raleigh, Washi11gton, D. O. 

DEJAR Sm : The Underwood tariff bill, which is before Congress for 
consideration, contains the following: 

" Wheels for railway purposes, or parts thereof made of iron or 
steel, and steel-tired wheels for railway purposes, whether wholly 
or partly finished, and irO'Il or steel locomotive, car, or other railway 
tires or P!lrts thereof, "'.holly or partly manufactured, 25 per cent ad 
valorem ; mgots, cogged mgots, blooms, or blanks for the same, without 
regard to the degree of manufacture, 10 per cent ad valorem: Provided, 
That when wheels for railway purposes, or parts thereof, of fron 01· 
steel, are imported with iron or steel axles fitted in them the wheels 
and axles together shall be dutiable at the same rate as ls provided 
for the wheels when imported separately." 

As manufacturers or the material atrected by this portion of the 
bill we wish to place on record our protest against the reduction of 
the present tariff relating to the articles mentioned. If the bill passes 
and becomes a law with the recommendations as contained therein 
it will not be possible to compete with the importation from Europe. 
This is proved by our inability to successfully compete with European 
manufacturers for the sale of tires ·in Canada, Japan, 01· South America, 
where the chances of securing business are equal, the deciding f!!.ctor 
being price only. We secure no Canadian business except when tbe 
demand is urgent and the time for delivery trom Europe is too long. 
Our information of conditions indicates that the price of tires for 
home consumption in Europe is higher than the prices charged for 
tires by American manufacturers to home consumers. England pro
tects its industries by the compulsory use of British tires in England 
and the colonies, and Germany by high taritr. America would become 
therefore another dumping ground such as Canada for the excess "pro
duction. The total productive capacity of American manufacturers is 
so much in excess of the possible reqmrements that our plant is never 
operated to its full capacity. As the plants are not now run to 
their full capacity every endeavor is made to obtain orders for rings 
for . crushing machinery and commercial uses other than tires fo1· 
railway purposes in substitution for the. same articles ordinarily made 
of steel castings to assist in the plants' operation to as near maximum 
capacity as possible, in order to secure the benefit of lowest cost. 



.191B·. . CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE . 841 
It will be clearly apparent, therefore, that the deprivation of business 

that will surely occur if the bill is enacted can have no other result 
than an advance in cost due to the lesser quantity produced, increasing 
thereby the intensity of the already severe competition. 

We would suggest the advisability of a specific tariff per pound in
stead of per centum ad valorem, with its uncertainty of actual amount 
of tariff and its inducement to improper and untrue statements of price 
in order · to secure lower tariff charges. We especially protest against 
a lower rate of tariff for .i ingots, cogged ingots, blooms or blanks for 
the same, without regard to degree of manufacture," than is charged 
for "iron or steel locomotive, car, or other railway tires, or parts 
thereof, wholly or partly manufactured," because in the manufacture of 
tires the process proceeds from the cast ingot to the cogged ingot, to 
the rolled blank, from which the tire, with but little additional cost, is 
finally rolled. The sketch attached hereto illusb·ates the various de
grees of manufacture referred to in the bill, indicating clearly the possi
bility of construing the rolled tire as a blank. 

( Sketch not printed in RECORD.) 
'.rherefore a bloom or blank, upon which almost all the cost of manu

facturing tires bas been placed, ·could be entered under the 10 per cent 
clause and do irreparable injury to the tire manufacturers in this 
country. 

We trust the facts herein set forth clearly indicate that it is not our 
desire to secure a tariff which will permit exorbitant selling price, 
but, on the contrary, indicate a desire to be ~ranted sufficient protection 
to insut·e the acquisition of business which 1s rightfully ours, with t.he 
reasonable profit t<> which we are justly entitled. 

Will you be good enough to acknowledge receipt, advising if we may 
expect your support toward preventing any reduction in the present 
tariff on the articles mentioned. 

Yours, very truly, STANDARD STEEL WORKS Co., 
ROBERT RADFORD, Secretary. 

P. S.-The present tariff is 11 cents per pound on tires and 1 cent 
per pound on the ingots from which they might be made. 

l\fr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I agree with the gentle- · 
man from Pennsylvania [l\Ir. MooRE]--

1\Ir. BUTLER. ·Upon what? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. That this amendment is essentially a 

labor proposition. It would be very laborious for me, and I 
believe it would be so for 99 per cent of the Members present, to 
determine whether his amendment, proposing to place a specific 
duty on these materials 41 place of an ad valorem duty, as fixed 
in the bill, will increase or decrease the rate of duty proposed 
by the committee. Inasmuch as the gentleman has refrained 
from imparting or has withheld from the committee the needed in
formation as to whether this proposed specific duty would result 
in an increase of the duty fixed in the bill or a decrease in the 
duty fixed in the bill, it is a matter of labor for the Members to 
ascertain for themselves whether the gentleman from Pennsyl
·vania [Mr. MOORE] is intending to increase or to decrease the 
rate proposed. 

Those of us who have not had the advantage of the informa
tion furnished to the gentleman from Pennsylvania from the 
protected industries of his State, which have so long fattened 
at the expense of the people, and those of us who have not been 
able to devote all of their time and energy to tariff questions 
and to public duties so as to be worn to a frazzle, as the gentle
man from Pennsylvania happens to be, can not tell offhand 
whether a specific rate proposed will increase this definite ad 
valorem rate or decrease it. I desire to exercise some intelli-

. gence in voting upon the amendments that are proposed. I can 
only assume from the conduct of the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania heretofore that, no matter what rate may be proposed in 
this bill, it is not sufficiently high to satisfy him, and · that he 
realJy intends to increase the proposed rate, whether he gives 
any information from which that conclusion may be drawn. 

Some time I should like to go quite fully into some of the 
questions raised by the gentleman. Congress some years ago 
provided that the Government should purchase armor p1ate, 
manufactured in the gentleman's own State, from American 
manufacturers. They have frequently .taken advantage of the 
Government to foist upon it, for the protection of the ·ships 
designed for the defense of the country, armor 11late that was 
absolutely worthless. 

They have resorted to all kinds of tricks and devices to de
cei ve and mislead the inspectors furnished by the Govern
ment to protect the Government. Serious questions have at 
times been raised as to whether the armor of the ships that have 
been provided for the defense of the country and armored with 
the armor plate manufactured in the gentleman's State was of 
such a character as to afford the protection intended. 

Perhaps the gentleman from Pennsylvania desires some of his 
industries to furnish all of the parts for the rolling stock of 
our transportation companies, and thus place not only those who 
are enlisted to defend the country, but the general public, in 
the power of some of the not overscrupulous .manufacturers for 
whom he has been so assiduously working during the considera
tion of this bill. 

In some respects the consideration of this bill has been very 
edifying and educating. For the first time-either in my ex
perience or in the experience of the gentleman from Pennsyl
-vania, or in the experience of the gentleman from ·wyoming,' or 
that of some of the other gentlemen who have b,een criticizing 

several items Of the bill in their . endeavor to ascertain- thB 
logic or the reasoning which influenced the Committee on Ways 
and l\Icans in fixing in the bill certain rates-has a tariff bill 
been read by the House so that it can be considered by the 
Committee of the Whole. 

I am inclined to believe, Mr. Chairman, that this is the first 
time that many of these gentlemen have either heard read, or 
read themselves, any tariff bill that has e-ver been enacted into 
law. Their own party never gave them an opportunity to ques
tion the men in charge of a tariff bill as to the particular 
reasons influencing the committee that prepared the bill in 
placing the duties at one rate or another. Their bi11s were 
considered under a special rule, which provided that the Com
mittee on Ways and Means at any time might offer amendments 
to any part of the bill, and thus the bill was never read and 
the gentlemen never had an opportunity either to offer a~end
ments themselves or to question those who represented them 
as to ·their reasons for fixing particular rates. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr . .MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. FITZGERALD J says this is the first time an opportunity has 
been granted to l\Iembers of the House to read a tariff bill. It 
is strange that the gentleman from New York has not takeu 
advantage of the opportunity, if this is the first ti.me; but evi
dently be has not. If he had taken advantage of the oppor
tunity to r~ad the bill and examine the report of the committee, 
he would not have needed to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania [l\Ir. l\fooRE] whether his proposition meant an increase 
in the ad valorem rate, because the committee, endeavoring to 
give information for the benefit of the House, which was 
wasted on the gentleman from New York, howe-ver, gives the 
information that under the existing rate, which is now proposed 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [l\Ir. l\loo&E], the ad 
valorem would be at least double what is proposed in this bill. 
The gentleman should read the report. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That would involve labor. 
· Mr. BUTLER. A well-deserved rebuke! [Laughter.] 
l\Ir. MANN. Well, perhaps it is labor for the gentleman. I 

apprehend that he is so accustomed to bringing in appropriation 
bills without any information in his report that he considers 
that nobody examines the reports of committees in the Honse. 
Evidently he has not examined at all the report on this bill. 
Possibly he does not know even that the committee made a 
report to the House. 

l\Ir. Chairman, unless the antidumping clause acts as a pro
tective measure, this reduction of the duty on car wheels will to 
a large extent destroy the car-wheel industry in the United 
States. I do not know whether there will be sufficient protec
tion under the antidumping clause to protect the industry or uot. 
That is a matter of estimate. It may be that it will protect. In 
the other· countries, outside of -England and Germany the in
dustries are to a large extent driven out of those countries by 
the surplus from Germany and England being dumped upon 
them, England protecting itself by a positive requirement that 
the wheels or tires shall be of English construction, and Ger
many protecting itself by a prohibitory tax. We propose, bar
ring the antidumping clause, to admit the products of their 
factories practically free, or at a greatly reduced rate, into the 
United States. · 

. In connection with my remarks I will insert some further 
information upon this subject, knowing that it is useless to give 
it to the House otherwise, the Democrats ha,ing determined 
that there shall be no · amendment proposed from this side of 
the House accepted by them. It would be useless to give any 
information to the gentleman from New York [l\fr. FITZGERALD]. 
Usually independent, usually somewhat progressive, he is bound 
feet and arms, and he is gagged, except to abuse or criticize 
this side of the House. His vote is delivered · in advance. He 
dare not on any proposition vote for an amendment submitted 
by this side of the House or vote against his own side of the 
House. He conducts bills in the House which are considered on 
their merits. It is unusual for the gentleman from New York 
to be so bound, but now he is bound like my colleague from 
Illinois over on the other side [Mr. BucHANAN], whom I see 
rising to his feet. 

l\Ir. FITZGERALD; Let me say to the gentleman from Illi
nois that if he will offer any amendment that has merit and can 
furnish information that will convince any reasonable person 
I will be glad to vote for his amendment. 

Mr. MANN. I have offered some amendments and have fur
nished reasonable information. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman imagines that. It is not 
a fact. [Laughter.] 

.l\Ir. l\IANN. I offered amendments a year ago ,which the gen
tleman, along wit.ti his party, voted against, decried them, said 



842 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE:. -APRIL 3q,_ 

they ought not to go in the · bill. Yet when the bill is brought 
in this year it contains the ve1-y provisions whieh I then offered 
and which the gentleman, after receiving the information. voted 
against a year ago. [Laughter on the Republican side.] · 

I insert as a part of my remarks the following letters relating 
to this subject : 

RA..lLWAY SIEEL SPiuxG .co.
1 

PULLMAN WoRxs, 
Pul man,, Iii., A.pri:i 18, 1913. 

II on. J .A.llES R. ML"'IN, 
Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR Sm : You will find inclosed herewith a petition from the local 
officers an11 employees of the Railway Steel Spring Co., at Pullman, Ill., 
together with signatures of some of the most prominent business men 
at this point, protesting against the proposed reduction in the tarift'. 
on railway tires, as covered by the proposed amendment to the tariff ia 
the bill now before Congress, reading as follows : 

"Wheels for railway purposes, or parts thereof, made of iron or 
steel and steel-tired wheels for railway purposes, whether wholly o.r 
partiy finished, and iron or steel locomotives, car, or other railway 
tires, or parts thereof. wholly or partly manufactured, 25 per cent ad 

va!f>~:~·"a;!c.mill1ons of dolla rs invested in this industry at various 
places in this country- and a large number of men employed in the works 
at this point. Tbe maximum wages have been paid and satisfactory 
labor conditions have prevailed at all tim~s. 

The present tariff on tires is H cents per pound, and the proposed 
reduction to 25 per cent ad valorem is a percenta~ reduction of 64 
per cent. We can not help but feel that this is a situation which has 
not been properly presented to Mr. UYDERwoon and the other gentlem€.D. 
of the Ways and Means Committee, and this opportunity is taken to 
inform you o! the true facts of the case. 

In England and Germany tires are sold at a higher prlee than are 
charged by American manufacturers to the railroads in the United 

Stc_t;~ada and Mexico are practically the "dumping grounds" of 
Europe for the excess production of these materials by European 
manufacturers, and it is certain the United States would receive large 
quantities of these products from England and Germany if the pro· 
posed reduction in ta.riff on tires becomes a. law. . . . . 

England proteets its industry by compulsory use of British tires m 
England and the colonies, while Germany does the same for German 
manufactures by means of a high tariff.. 

The Ure-manufacturing plants in America have been and still are 
able to produce these materials largely in excess of the American de
mand for them, and it was in the endeavor of American manufactm;ers 
to dispose of their excess pro_duction that they learned of the pnces 
prevailing in Canada and Mexico. 

We feel that it is but dght and just for ns to request the retention 
o! the present duty on wheels and tires, for the pnrpose of conserving 
to this country the manufacture and sale of products for which, as 
above stated, this country is already oversupplied with producing 
capacity. · 

In submitting the inclosed petition, therefore, we ask you to nse all 
the means at your command to prevent any reduction whatever in 
" Wheels for railway purposes, or parts thereof, etc., or railway tires. 
or parts thereof, etc.," as a matter of justice to· American tire manu
facturers, as well as the protection of the large number of workmen 
employed in this industry. 

Respectfully submitted. 
JACOB C. PFEIFFER. 

PULLMAN, ILL., April 18, 191~. 
Hon. JAHES R. ~, 

House of Representatives, Washington., D. 0. 
DEAR Sm: We, the undersigned, residents of your congressional dis

trkt hereby respectfully call your attention to the matter of the pro
posed reduction in the tariff on .. Wheels for railway purposes and 
parts thereof, * • • a.nd other railway tires or parts thereof, 
etc_,'' now pending before Congress. . 

The proposed reduction in the tarifl'. on th~ above-mentioned. prod
ucts would seriously affect one of the most unportant ln<lnst:r1~s as 
carried on by the Railway Steel Spring Co., in the town of Pullman, ' 
and would positively result in the cessation of that company's activi
ties at Pullman. It is wen known to you that the Railway Steel Spring 
Co is one of the best wage-paying factories in Pullman, and upon its 
operation a great many workmen and their families depend. 

We therefo.re earnestly petition you to use all honorable means at 
your command to prevent the proposed reduction in the tari1f on the 
above-mentioned products. 

Edward F. Bryant, Marcus A. Aurelius, Claude R. ' Egan. 
Donald R. Bryant, Paul El. Pearson. Allan M. Summers. 
Paul N. Dahlin, A. C. Caldwell, ID. M. Sweeney, 11313 
Fo.rest Avenue; F. W. French, 11419 Prarie Avenue; 
'J'. A. Kennedy, president Kennedy Laundry & Supply 
Co.; F. Wolfl', 26 Arcade Bullding. Pullman; P. B. 
mreau, 237 East One hundred and thirteenth Street. 
Chicago ; J. C. Ferrin. 28-30 Arcade Building; C. A. 
Gillespie, 11110 Indiana Avenue, Chicago; L. H. Jahn, 
11339 Stephenson Avenue; Charles H. Meir, 11340 
Prairie Avenue, Cbieago; L. J. Johnston. 11340 Pra!rie 
Avenue, Chicago; W. H. Armun"<L 10---11 Market B1uld
ing, C'..hic!!gn ;, Julius Spa.mer. jr., 11224 Stephenson 
Avenue, hicago; O. G. Lindberg, 367 East One bun, 
dred and seventeenth Street ; E. ID. Thompson, Market 
Building, Pullman; A. J. Hoetestra, l1313 Cottage 
Grove A venue; James B. McLachlan, 112-01 Cottage 
Grove Ave.nue ·; H. J. Dona.hue, 11450 Michigan Avenue; 
Louis Crouse, 11445 Michigan Avenue; F. T. Loucks, 
11439 Michigan Avenue; Martin R. Lynn, 11855 State 
Street; J. H. Walsh 11401 Michigan Avenue; L. W. 
Kahn 4710 Grand Boulevard; C. M. Hanan, 11400 
Michigan Avenu~; H. W. Hot!man, 121.09 Butler Street; 
Robert Elliott, 11541 Stewart Avenue; Isidore Frank, 
11403 Prairie Avenue;. Louis A. Schmid, 11324 Mich.i
~an .A.venue~ Charles Lauel", 11233 Michigan Avenue; 
Nels O. Larson, 11320' Indiana Avenue; Charles Peorie, 
115 West One hundred and eleventh Place; F. C. Bendl, 
11420 Prairie Avenue; I .. .T. St-ram 10733 Carty Avenue; 
H. Holm. 233 West One hundred and tenth Street ; 
Emil Wumerberg, 11156 Curtis A venue ; H. B. Ludwig. 

11334 Curtis Avenue; George J. Phillips, 11138 Michi
gan Avenue; John G. Deckelman, 48 West One hundred 
and twelfth Street; H. Hagel, 114 West One hundred 
and thirteenth Street; A. Hammerstrom, 11144 Curtis 
Avenue; R. A. Dean, 625 Ea.st One hnrulred and twelfth 
Street; Frank 0. Ernst. 11410 lndiarut Avenue; J. C. 
Wares, 1133.3 Prairie Avenue; Jos. W. Cannon, 11333 
Indiana Avenue; Albert Holmbery, 11328 Prairie Ave. 
Due; Wm. Guthardt, 59 West Ooo h.nndred a.nd thi:rteenth 
Street; Ben Budka, 286 West One hundred and thir
tee th Street; Wm. L Sherwood, 302 West One hun
dred and twelfth Place ; Elmer E. Carlson, 11254 Michi
gan Avenue; G. Z. Carvier, 29 West One hundred and 
fourteenth Street; Paul F. Neidhardt. 11820 Eggles
ton Avenue; John J. Kunst, 20 East One hundred and 
twelfth Pl ce; Thomas J. Ryan, ~ East One hundred 
and twelfth Pl.ace; Glenn G. Perry, 11824 Lowe. Ave
nue; Jos. Gannon, 11214 Stephenson Sb·eet; C.. Wm. 
Akennan, 11421 Prairie Avenue· George J. Schei.tla, 
120--121 Lowe Avenue; Michael Fox, 3247 Ninety-first 
Street; l\L J. Ryan, 11118 Curtis Avenue; J. Van Brug
gen, 61 West One hundred and tenth Place; Georgi! 
Noble, 1101 Michigan Avenu~; Herman Pott, 245 West 
One hundred and fifth Place; John Johnson, 21 West 
One hundred and twelfth Place; Joe Zukousk1, Block E, 
Room 14; ID. A. Frazin, 11717 Parnell Avenue; George 
Lind, 10738 Stephenson Avenae; G. Ritz, 135 East 
One hundred and thirty-fifth Place; S. Benschof, 1131'1 
Eggleston Avenue; C. Appel, 126 East One hundred 
and fourteenth Place ; John Ahearn, 7331 Greenwood 
Avenue; Alfred Elckborg 56 West One hundred and 
twelfth Street; Wm. Zelling-er, 346 West One hundred 
and ninth Street; Frank W. Lounsbery, 9.322 Wa.sh
in_gton Avenue; Jacob C. Pfeiffer, 11322 Prairie Avenue; 
John Holck, 12046 Wallace Street; August Orne, 10530 
Eriekson Avenue; John Doodeman, 11624 Yale Avenue; 
Albert Crouse, 21 West One hundred and tenth Place; 
H. C. Knudsen, 11120 Indiana Avenue~ 

Hon. J A.MES R. lliNN, 1. C., 
Washington, D. 0. 

ATLANTA., GA., A11n1 12, 1913. 

DEAll Sm : This will advi"Se that the writer was: requested so.me 
months ago, by some personal friends interested in the manufacture of 
car wheels and car-wheel springs, to file an argument and brief before 
the House Ways and Means Committee and e n attention to certain 
baneful consequences which would prob:tbly result if any change was 
made in the tariff duties on these products. 

This the WTiter proceeded to do, and sald brief and argnm"0Dt was 
filed with the Ways and Means Committee on o.r abo11t February 7 last. 

I quote for your information extract from c.ustoms-tarift'. net of August 
5, 1909, coverin_g the rates of duties on these products: 

"PAR. 171. Wheels for railway purposes, or parts thereof, made of 
iron or steel, and steel-tired wheels for railway purposes, whether 
wholly or partly finished, and iron or steel l-0comotive, car, or other 
railway tires or parts thereof, wbolty or partly manufactured, 11 cents 
per pound ; ingots, cogged ingots, blooms or blanks for the same, without 
re!f.a.rd to the degree of manufaeture, 1 cent per pound. 

Pro'IJided, That when wheels for railway purposes, or parts thereof, 
of iron or steel, a.re imported with iron or steel axles fitted in them, the 
wheels and axles together shall be dutiable at the same rate as · is pro
vided for the wheels wben imported separately." 

I understood at the time that certain changes, in these duties were 
under consideration by said committee, and it was to lay the matter 
properly before the committee that the argument as filed. 

I am advised that the principal foreign competing manufacturing 
plants are located in England and Germany, and I am. further advised 
that the German tariff on the imports of these products into that coun
try is expressly prohibitive, and that this was done to prevent competi
tion from American-made goods. 

I am further advised that in Englan<l there is a law which requlres 
the users of these products to purchase the same from manufacturing 
concerns Ioeated in England o:r her colonies. 

These two very important points were amplified in my argument 
before the committee, and it seems to me should have been eoneluslve 
on the subject matter. 

As a result of the situatlon growing out of said' laws in En~land and 
Germany, it is not a question of rates of duty so much as it lS to pro
tect the American manufacturer against foreign l:lws evidently passed 
for the purpose of preventing :importation of these goods and competi· 
tion !rom America. 

I respectfully call your attention to my argument, which you will find 
in the printed reports of the committee under the iron and steel 
schedule. 

I run now advised that there is a company of considerable size mann
~etu:ring these products in your district, located at Pullman. For that 
reason your constituents are interested in this particular matter and I 
call It to your attention with the earnest request that if It meetS with 
your approval you do what yon can in Congress wh~n this phase of the 
tari1f bill comes UQ for consideration to proJ:!erl'y present th.e above 
facts to the entire Congress, as they strike me with gre.at fo:rce, and, in 
my judgment, are controlling on the subjert matter, as stated above. 

• • * • • • • 
Very truly, yours, 

II. N. RANDOLPH. 

The CHA.IR)IAN. If there be no objection, the pro fornia 
amendment will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Afr. Chairman--
Mr. PALMER. I ask unanimous consent that debate on this 

paragraph and all amendments thereto cl<lse in five minutt:s. 
Mr. FARR. I should like frrn minutes. · 
Mr. PALMER. Then I will make it 10 minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 

PALMER] asks unnnimons consent that debate on this p.a:ragraph 
and all amendments thereto close in 10 min.ates. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, for the purpose 
of getting information-I shall not object to the reqae t-what 
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is the intention in reference to the evening, and if we hare ail 
evening session, as to the time of taking the recess? 

Mr. PALMER. I understand that the gentleman from Ala· 
bama [l\Ir. UNDERWOOD] desires to recess from half past 6 until 
half past 7, and then complete the metal schedule to-night. 

Mr. MANN. I suggest to the gentleman from Alabama that 
last night, with the recess an hour and a quarter long, there 
was nobody in the House when we reassembled, and I think a 
recess of an hour and a quarter is a little too shortt 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. l will say to the gentleman that I do 
not want to cut off anybody in the House. I want this bill to. 
have full opportunity to be discussed, and I know it is natural 
that we should get into political debates on a tariff bill. If the 
gentleman is willing to urge his friends on that side of the 
House that after supper we shall confine our remarks to the 

· schedule, I will do the same, and I am willing, when this 10 
minutes' debate is over, to take a recess. 

l\Ir. l\IANN. This side of the House has not violated the rule 
in that respect as much as the other side has. 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. I think both sides ham wandered into 
the realm of politics. 

l\ir. MANN. It might keep them from wandering some, but 
I think no one can criticize the action of the ininority on this 
bill where we could delay or force the gentlemen on the other 
side of the House to bring in a rule. 

Mr. PALMER. Except where they want the discussion re
ported when they ham been out to lunch and have not heard it. 
[Laughter.] 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. I have no critfcism to make of the gen
tleman's side of the House. I am allowing the bill to be read 
for their benf:!fit, as we have largely made up our minds on it. 
[Laughter.] 

l\Ir. MANN. The gentleman is allowing us to read the bill in 
order to escape the criticism of bringing in a rule to encourage 
the gentleman from New York to say bow liberal you .have been. 
I do not criticize the gentleman for taking that attitude. 

l\fr. UNDERWOOD. I think if we brought in a rule on our 
side of the House without at least giving the minoril$ _e:; op
portunity to fairly consider the bill we would be subject to 
just criticism. If, on the other hand, a situation · was forced 
upon the House so that we could not get the bill through, I 
woulcl not hesitate to bring in a rule. 

Mr. MANN. I understand the situation, I think, on both 
sides of the House. Politically speaking, we would r ather have 
you bring in the rule, but, on the other hand, we have no desire 
to take an unfair adYantage or force a rule as long as there is a 
reasonable amount of debate allowed. It seems to me that 
after we use up these 10 minutes we might easily take a recess 
until 8 o'clock. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would ask the gentleman if we could 
not " swap tobacco between lines " and hold the debate down 
to the schedules? . 

l\Ir. MANN. I have not indulged in any of it. I have dis
cussed only the bill. 

l\Ir. FITZGERALD. Except when the gentleman was re
ferring to me. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. I was discussing the car-wheel proposition en
tirely. [Laughter.] The gentleman from New York did not 
know anything about it, and I was trying to give him informa
tion. Of course it was useless. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MONDELL. Will not the gentleman from Alabama make 
the time 15 minutes before closing debate on this ·paragraph? I 
would like 5 minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am willing to let the debate run 15 
minutes if we can come to an understanding. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama modi.fies 
his request, and moves that all debate on this paragraph and 
amendments thereto close in 15 minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the remarks of 

the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 1\IooRE] may lead some 
gentlemen to believe that I was assuming to be the special 
representative of organized labor, and that there were only two 
or three of us who were capable of representing labor. I would 
like to say for his information, and for the information of 
others, that I haYe not been officially connected with organized 
labor for about eight y~ars. I served as an official of organized 
labor for a number of years, and I tried to serve them well. 

I took the position with reference to organized labor theu 
that I take now-that organized labor's interest and the in
terest of honest, legitimate business and capital are one. The 
position that I take in representing labor in Congress is that 
anybody that does anything that is useful is doing labor. I 
do not confine the labor to tllose tllat work with their hands 
only. ~hose th~t are working in their own business; that are 

working with their brain, doing clerical work or working in any 
capacity, doing useful work, are, from my point of view, work
ing people. 

The Democrats who controlled this House in the Sixty
second Congress, and a number of those elected on · the Re
publican ticket, demonstrated that they were in sympathy with 
the demands of organized labor by passing legislation requested 
by the representatives of organized labor that had been defeated 
by the Republicans, who had been in the majority of the House 
for the last 16 years. The Democratic House responded to. the 
appeals of organized labor because they were reasonable and 
only asked for just and equitable legislation. Some of the 
measures passed by the House died in the Senate and some 
were vetoed by the Republican President. Labor is hopeful 
now of securing the passage of remedial legislation for the 
working masses, because the Democratic Party is in full control 
of Congress, and we have a real people's President in the White 
House. 

When you talk to me about "labor's interest" and about 
" capital's interest," as though they were different and dis
tinct, I say to you that the great problems confronting the 
people will not be solved until they are considered from the 
point of view of the best interests of the whole people, because 
honest legitimate business and commercialism can not be sep
arated from the interests of labor. The people of this country 
are suffering from the burdens of .financial and commercial 
piracy, which has resulted in floating on the industries of this 
country about $40,000,000,0-00 of watered stock, or fictitious and 
counterfeit capital, which is bearing heavy on the shoulders 
of the great masses of the people. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Yes. 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. The gentleman will observe 

that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MooBE] admitted 
that under this high protective system the insane asylums of 
the country are full of men who are out of work. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, . the gentleman certainly does 
not mean to say that. • 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I have not the • 
time to yield, as I have only .five minutes. Those who know the 
industrial conditions know that the drift of industrial conditions 
is such as tend to impair the physical and mental ability of the 
working people of the country, because the so-called captains of 
industry through their greed for profit on counterfeit capital 
and fictitious valuations have disregarded the rights and inter
ests of humanity. 

Mr. Chairman, I was elected to this Congress on the Demo
cratic ticket, and was elected on a platform declaring for a 
reduction of the tariff or a tariff for revenue only. In my dis
trict I am well known to be opposed to the protective-tariff 
policy, and favor a tariff for revenue only to obtain revenue for 
the expense of the Government economically administered. I 
do not try to deceive anyone in regard to my position, and if 
they do not know it, it is not because I have not stated it 
plainly and bluntly. The trade-union people of the country by 
their associations and exchanges of ideas are better educated 
than those who have not organized in the country, and in my 
opinion the large majority of them are opposed to the protective
tariff policy. The party that is advocating that policy bad re
fused, when it was in power in this Congress, to give them the 
remedial legislation that they asked and worked for for so 
many years. The Democratic Party, however, having pledged 
in its platform that it would pass legislation for the eight-hour 
day and other legislation that the trade-unions required for the 
protection of the rights and interests of the wageworkers bas 
fulfilled its promise and has passed about every measure' that 
has been asked by representatives of the great organized labor 
movement of this country. 

I insert here an article published in the Chicago Record
Herald of May 1, 1913, written by Stoughton Cooley, who is an 
able student of economic conditions: 

(By Stoughton Cooley.) 
Seldom have justice and expediency been in closer accord than in 

the plea of American seamen for r elief from antiquated rules and 
regulations that govern modern seafaring life. 

It has puzzled a great :i;nany persons to know why the American 
merchant mal·ine, protected and hedged about as it is by all the 
laws its friends could devise, should have failed to prosper along 
with other industries. American tonnage in 1800 was half as great 
as that <}f Great Britain-970,000 and 1,856,000 tons respectlvely
and contrnued to grow by leaps and bounds until in 1860 America 
had 5.350,000 tons, while England, including her colonies had barely 
5,713,000. Yet, in 1910 tbe American tonnage had fallen to 5 058 678 
while that of England had mounted to 19,012,294 tons. ' ' ' 

TONNAGE 0 • DECLINE. 

Nor do these stt'iki.ng figures convey the full measure of our ship
ping's decline. Less than one-sixth of the tonnage flying the Amer· 



.844 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. APRIL 30.! 
• 

tea~ .flag. or 782,517 . tons., is eng~ed in the overseas trade, the re- tariff protects the workingman. Sncb argument is a delusion 
ma.nung five-sixths b.emg employed m the coastwise trade~ Our na,vi· • d . . . . . . 
gntion laws absolutely prohibit foreign vessels from engaging in the ~ and a snare an l& an msult to the mtelligence o.t tlie, working 
coasting trade. jleople. 

In 186~, 69 per cent of our exports a.nd imI>orts wera cRrried under The tariff ftom its: historical arigin. and even m its name is 8 the American 1tag ; in. 1 70 th.e proportion hadr fallen, to. S5 per cent · . . ' . ,_ . • ' 
in 1880-, to 18 per cent; and in 1911,. at our foreign trade. the greatest survival of ~iracy, .and the obJect and purpose for· whieh it bas 
in tbe w_orld. and a.D?otmtin~ to $3,-0'l6t546',S04; less tM:n 9 pe:1.t cent been maintamedi sme.e theo War between the States has been 
was earned m Ame~1can s~s. With out tour steams-hrps to Europe for the ind.ustry of the Republic to hand over an m-creasing pr<J4 
and four to the. O:rien.t flying the American. flag we have come to a po,.+.;.on of its earnm· gs t<> a gro p f · ... ~ · pitiable pass. ' a.1. u o men OrganIZcu m m more 

TARIF1l'1 FURNTSXEs ANSWER. or less conseiousj conspiraey. to promote their own aggrandize-
Wbat has brought this en.ce> gr-eat industry to this condition?' Why ment at the expense of their :fellow citizens. 

should other enterprises a-d:vance while the- ship-ping industry d:eeays? Naturally,. the people· think that a tariff is necessary to- raise 
The answer lies ini that much discussed and still unsohed ques· 

tion, the taritr: When protection to the iron industi:y raised the price public revenue; but the people of the country ha'Ve paid annn-
of raile and locemoti:ves the increase was added: to· the freight rates ally about two: thousand milliens of d-ollars more fo-ir- the things 
and the. shipper paid it. He had no other cliole'e. Bu.t when this thev use and: e.onsnme than they wou1rr· ha bee · d t 
higher priced iron was used 1n a ship the freights, could not be ad- " · u. :ve n reqmre CJ 
vanced to cover it, for the reason that the shipper had' an alternative; pay for the same in a free market. The greatest share oi . 
he could employ English ships. revenue accruing to the Government in any one yea:r under the 

Bat American shipping: was not: allowed to decay without efforts on1 tariff system and from the, tarif! was approxl'filately $333,000,· 
the part of Congress to revive it. Many investigations were made and OOOw The difference between. thts sum received by the Govn.rn-
a multitude ot. laws proposed and discussed. " 

FREE sHIPs, FREE MEN. 1 ment and the total: cost of the system te> the people, approxi· 
The sum total of these investigations seems to have established the mately $1,615,000,000~ has been the annual tribute· le-vied upon 

fact that an American ship costs more to build th:m an English ship. I industry by tariff beneficiaries, and this sum has come largely 
Toi remove this handicap it has been. proposed to allow American ship· from the class hose industry produced: the small return, the 
masters to b-ny ships abroad. . ' lab · h · t 1'. .. ~ -+ b 

The friends of the tarifr say this wouJd be ine:ff'ective fo.i: th~ reason ormg man, W <> is no • J.liU) noL een, and can not be P:l!O· 
that the difference in the wages of seamen makes tt more expensive tected by any form of tariff, andi the farmer, who. could derive 
to operate- an American ship, To meet this c0:ndit1on they ha-ve· asked· no benefit from the tariff 
that the Government n.id the shipbuilder, the shipmaster; and the- • • • 
seamen by me.ans of a large subsidy. But the people wil1 not submit 1 Twenty yearsi ago 50 per· cent of' our mternational commerce 
to a subsidy. Nor are they content to see the fia:g disappear from the consisted of agricultural products in one form or another, which 
hlfnf~e key to the situation is nneXIJect:edly put. 1n the hands at total international commerce c_onstituted about 5 per cent of.the 
Congress by the sailors. 'l'o the pJ.ea for free ships they add a plea. , total commerce of the Republic; therefore-, Z! per cent, or one
for free men. Free ships and free men will restore the flag to the :fortieth of our total commerce, determined commercial priees 
high seas. " ,, for our entire circle of exchange. The tariff on the statute 

hi il
s
1
EAMEN

1
. uNDtliE& sLtAVEtRYhi. 

1 
J • th .._ fr ~books, ostensibly . for the benefit of the farmer, becam0< a nullity 

That free s ps w equa 1ze e cos o s ps s Pam; a.. ee " t th t -\.. ., ~- 1 f · · 
sea.men. will overcome the dift'eren.ce in the. cost of. operation will be i a e cus O.ll.U.l.Ouse, smce L.l.JX' vo ume o our agricultural sur-
apparent upon a moment's reflection. plus was disposed of' in free markets abroad, which determined 

The navigation laws of' nat:Wru;. maintain a species of slavery among Ii the value of domestic consumpti-0n. The price of' wool cotto~ 
seamen th-at has come- down to us from tlie- rude age when, the line: ki h , . .=1 cts d +-t..-. f d ~ ' 
between buccaneering and I-egitimate· commerce was shifting. and in- ,, pac ng- oose pr?wU . • an Ow.u::-r a:rm ~ nguculturaJ prod· 
distinct. nets weFe d€termmed' in the great consummg centei:s abroa-d'. 

Serfdom on landl has long since disappeared, even in Rus~ : but We were exporters and still are exporters- of' such produce 
serfdom on the sea remains. The man who ships on a: v-esse-~ is bound! and not importers However the natmal laws: of trade· form 
to hell' by all the powei: of the •Army and Navy" He· must sign a. con- • • 

• tract and shouJd he attempt to quit his job, even. when the ship is themselves, regardless of human interference andi the penalties 
safe in port. he is seized like a felon, put aboard in irons-, and held' borne- by the farmer f0r the last two generations· nave begun 
till the ship goes to sea. t im th · th R - bli · th fui f "~gh Naturally such a law has been abused. Human nature could not o pose eir vengeance on e e-pu C' m e s pe o a .LU 

resist the temptation. It has been abused to such a d.egree that. the I cost of living, with men driven out of agriculture by its exces· 
Ameriean seaman has disappeared along with the American ship. sive penalties under- the tarif?' which compels them to sell in 

.MEN DE1ir.A:ND JUBTICE. the free markets and· buy under tartll' :protection. It has driven 
Self-respecting men now go to· sea onl~ when no other meanS' ef men out of agriculture and into, employment of" a dlffetent kind 

livelihood is to be found, s? that the few ships we still have are manned until the ma.ruin of surplus of agricultural produce-beyond con-
tor the most part by foreigners. . o • • -

For years the A.nierican seaman has been appealing to Congress for samption has about reached the, vamshing pomt 
relief. Last February a. bill w~ passed repealing- the eompuls-ory It is difficult to speak temperately ot a system which bas p:ro~ 
servitude laws :ind o1lherwise am.el101·atring conditions in th.e forecastle, . . . 
but it failed of Mr. Taft's- signntw:e. and will have to be 11een.acted. I ~ d'tlced such diabollcal results~ It lS even more dlfficult to speak 

Justice alone demands that the men be gDanted this relief. But in temperately with reference to the infatuated blindhess of a 
this, as in all otbe~ c:asea, jnsti~e> turns out to be the most expedient. people that has permitted it. 
The I.aw that permits the: shipplllg of a crew 1n a foreign port wh·ere . . . • 
waaes are low and prevents them fr.em leaving the shipi in a port where- The necessity of a tariff as a matter of protection to Amer1-
wages are high_ puts it in the power of the foreig_n shipmaster to under· ' can industry has long since disappeared. The cost per unit of 
bid the America.n: shipmaster. production of articles manufactured in America is appreciably, 

NAVY NEEDS DEFINED. less than that of the same commodity in any other count:cy. 
But grant the- men the right to qnit when the shi-p- is- in J?0 rt. Then The actual basis for the demand for a ta.riff is not the necessity 

a hip. coming to our porls; withi a chea:p crew wouJd be unable to leave 1 th diff . . 
until f.t pa:id American wa.,.es. And rather tha.ru submit to this trouble to cover e erence m wages between America and other 
and delay the shipmaster"' would pay American wages all th.e time_ 

1 
countries, but in order that form and substance may be given 

Willi ships ancl crews at equal cost, would the American shipmaster to an inflation of American secunities An industry the total 
need anything mo.re to in.duce him againi t0> unfurl the tlag on the high valn~ of which in invested capital. amounts to practically 
se\V~ talk of a larger Navy, but of what use are ships withont men 

1 

$5,000,000,, is by a process of concentration, amalgamation, and 
to man them and colliers tu coal' them? When our battleships made- combination capitalized at about $25,00-0,000, and in order to 
their spectacular voyage rurou:nd the world they; were coaled by forei~ 1l'oat ft-move it in the exchanges-it is necessa.,....,.. to show divi· 
ships. And had b.ostilitle.s. broken out suddenly not one o~ the ~7 . ~.J 
colliers would have daredi approach the fleet. Ow: Navy is. already dends on the exaggerated capital; therefore it begins. by the 
f?hort of officers and men, and. it rs . beeomln~ more and mure difficult . prevention of competition to raise the market prices for- its 
to· man. the ships. Is this a thing to be treated UgMly? products and to lower the cost of its manufacture both in the 

SEAMEN'S, BILL UKGEID. ' f t ' l d in th st f 1 b It ill b h -..~11' 
t f d i d

. . bl . in 1776 d price o ma ena an e co o a or-. w e. c e.e.1.LUJ.J.'°Y 
It was the Navy tha per orme n ispen.sa e- service · an dm'tt d that h f th tifi ial d fi ti'tio · · 't 1 ved tbe counti:y frrun complete- an.nihlla:tion: in the W:l!l' of 1812., and a i e muc o e ar C . an c us caJ?I a now fr was th-e Navy that made possible the preservation of the Union in paraded· on the stock exchanges of the country_ as· solid values 

1861. But in those- times the seas fairly swarmed with American ships 1 will disappear- when the power to levy unearned tribute is 
and sailors, the best ships and the best men to- be found under any flag, I destro ed 
as was proven time and again In actual clash ot arms. 'Y • 

What a pitiable showing we shouJd make to-day if suddenly called Aside from the economic evils which have accompanied like a 
on to meet such an emergency I j shadow the' abuses of the system the social and moral conse-

The seamen's bill ts drawn with a view oil making lite at sea as d 1 bl' .=1 d · The 1 
tolerable as life ashore. It provides that tne Government, instead of quences are even more . ep ora. e an~ en ur1ng._ peop e 
the shipowners, sliall issue the certificates' of efficiency to the men; may recover from a period of mdnstrial stagnation, but they 
thnt a certain percentage of the crew shall be composed of efficient can not so easily. overcome the results of moral degeneration. 
sea.men; and th!1t the seaman shall have the right to leave his ship Whenever a citizen is allured' by the· prospect of sharing the 
when 1t is safe m port . . . st · th eb 

With free ships and free men there: is. no doubt as to the futlrre of the loot rnto supporting- the iniquitous sy em, l)ecommg er Y a 
.America.n merchant marine. participator- in the crime itself, the transition for spoliati'on of 

The argument here contained can not be successfully denied.. the innocent general public- to the appropriation of individual 
The wage workers of the country have the seum removed from properties is very natural and easy. It is an established prin
their eyes and the cobwebs from their brains, and they will no ciple- that whosoever secures something of value for nothing, 
longer permit the agents of the tariff barons of the country to , and without equivalent return, is economically and mo.rally a 
deceive them by their old threadbare worn argument that th€ u thief; and there is a class af minds deyeloped under tbe stre-ss 
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and strain of economic pressure, a natural consequence of the 
artificial system, which naturally believes that any form of 
injustice may not only be legalized, but sanctified by act of 
Congress. · 

The eagle was the "emblem of Roman genius and is the emblem 
of American spirit. It may not have occurred to those who 
chose this symbolism that the later hist-Ory of the Republic 
amply justifies the selection of this royal 'b~rd "RS its emblem. 
It is the habit of the eagle to lie in wait until the osprey by 
vigilance and industry shall have captured a supply of food, 
which eapture is the immediate signal for activity on the 'Part 
of the eagle, who darts from his lofty perch and seizes upon 
the fish caught by the osprey. Under our magnificent system 
our captains of finance find it much more simple, instead of 
creating wealth themselves, to wait until others have created it 
and then, by artful processes legalized under our system, to 
app1•opriate it to their own use. 

It is doubtful if any argument, statement of facts, tabulation 
of statistics, social, moral, or industrial deductions from our 
experience as a people will have weight or power to change opin
ions already fixed. The only hope is that by the agitation of 
the question there may be an increasing number who are not 
the official exponents, but rather the coefficients of public opin
ion, whose ideas may be developed along the lines of justice 
aI\d truth. -

.Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, we are discussing the para
graph with reference to car wheels. The gentleman from Penn
sylvania {Mr . .Moo&E] has illustrated how the interest of labor 
is involved in this paragraph. The gentleman from Illinois 
(1.fr. BucHANAN] complains because we insist upon calling at
tention, -as these rates are reduced, to the danger of loss of em
ployment and reduction of wages to the American · workingman, 
and while he is complaining because we do call attention to the 
danger which the workingman is in owing to this legislation 
he insists that we have no interest in the welfare of the labor
ing man. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BUCHANAN] is go
ing to vote for this bill. No one will ever know, I assume, 
what are his views as to the particular paragraphs and items 
in the bill, for he has transferred to his agents, the Committee 
on Ways and Means, authority to act for him, and eventually 
he will vote as the caucus bound him to vote . . This is what he 
will vote for. He calls himself a friend of labor, and I think 
he i s a friend of labor, and a sincere friend of labor, but he is 
not the only one on earth, I will suggest to the gentleman. 
This is the bill he is going to vote for, a bill that on the show
ing made by its proponents, its authors, is to transfer at least 
$146,000,000 of production from our shores to foreign shores. 

Based upon the ordinary percentage of labor entering into 
production, that means transferring at least one hundred to one 
hundred and twenty-five millions annually of opportunity to 
labor from our country to foreign shores, and at the end of 
three years, when the free-sugar provision goes into effect, it 
means the transfer of at least $75,000,000 more of labor oppor
tunity to foreign shores. Will the gentleman from Illinois 
kindly inform us what he expects the men to do who are now 
engaged in those gainful productions which are, according to 
report of the majority on this bill, to be transferred abroad? 
Where are those men to find employment when they lose it by 
the transfer of production to foreign shores, as the committee 
has said they will if this bill becomes a law? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. MONl>ELL. I can not yield at this time. The gentle
man knows as well as any man on this floor that this is a fact, 
that whatever else you may say of this bill there is not a man 
under the flag, there is not an enterp1ise in the country that 
expects to have an additional wheel turn, an additional machine 
operate, an additional opportunity for a day of labor through 
the passage of this bill. 

No laboring man in America believes that the passage of this 
bill will increase his wages. I doubt if there is a man any
where laboring in a mill or in a mine, or in a factory or on the 
farm, who has the slightest idea that the passage of this bill 
will give him an additional day's work or increase the rewards 
of his labor. The most you can hope for and the most you can 
promise is that by impoverishing the farmers of the country 
you may be able to make the living of the laboring man in the 
city a little cheaper. That is all anyone can promise under this 
legislation, and even that promise can not be fulfilled without 
bringing distress to a large portion of our f}eople. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, I hope the general apprehension 

as to the effects of this bill on the country will not be -realized. 
I am certain that as a Republican I shall not want anything to 
happen to this grand country. It is no compensation to have 

our industries and their employees injured by the enactment of 
tbis bill. I have a case here for which I can a-ppeal to those 
who specially appeal for labor. It is an opportunity to save an 
industry that employs male labo1·-- · 

Mr. AUSTIN. May I -ask the gentleman if he is not a mem
ber of a labor organization? 

Mr. FARR. I am a member of a labor organization. The 
industry to which I now Tefer employs male labor. The gentle
man from Illinois [Mr. BUCHANAN] I know is sincere concern
ing labor, and he speaks of the pathetic conditions that prevail, 
I regret to say. in some industries; yet by his vote he is willing 
to stop the wheels from turning in this country and have those 
go ·in foreign countries, where wages are one-half and less than 
they are in this country and the cost of living on the same 
standard just as much. 

If industrial conditions are bad in places in this country, 
how must they be across the ocean, where wages are so much 
I-0wer and hours longer? Shall we benefit industrial condi
tions in this country by permitting foreign-made tires and other 
goods coming into this country and taking the labor away 
from our people? The -amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. MooREJ, which I would have offered 
had he not, to retain the present duty, the duty in the Payne 
bill in this new bill-the Underwood 'bill--0ught to prevail 
I am sure the gentleman could not have seriously considered 
this schedule and reduced the percentage 64 per cent, inviting 
serious injury, if not destruction, to this industry. We are 
selling these tires in this country for 31 cents per pound. They 
are sold in Germany at 4 -cents a pound and in England at 4 
cents a pound. We can not ship any of our goods over to Ger
many ori account of the high tariff, and we can not sell to 
England on account of some compulsory rule that forces Eng- . 
lish consumers to use English-made goods, and they dump those 
goods in Canada, and our people can not go into Canada on 
account of the preferential duty in favor of England. We have 
developed splendid industries for ·the making of these tires in 
Pennsylvania, Missouri, Illinois, New York, Michigan, Ten
nessee, and other places. Let us maintain it and help its further 
upbuilding. , 

Mr. HARDWICK. 'What is that rule of which the gentleman 
speaks? 

Mr. AUSTIN. And some in Tennessee. 
Mr. FARR. Yes. The rule adopted by England protects its 

industries by the compulsory use of their products ln England 
and their colonies. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Where does the gentleman get that? 
Mr. FARR. It is in this petition. So, gentlemen, if you 

want to tavor labor you should retain this duty and continue 
this industry, and the chairman of the Ways and· Means Com
mittee ought to give this subject -additional consideration. 
Officers and employees of the industry in Scranton have signed 
an urgent petition against this heavy reduction in the tariff on 
tires. I know they would not have done so but for their earnest 
belief that there was danger to that industry. Now, we talk 
about labor in this country. I am a labor man. I served my 
time and worked hard in a printing office, passing from newsboy, 
devil in the office, and afterwards printer and a city editor. 
There is no ·country on God's footstool that offers the oppor
tunity that this glorious Nation does to the working people, and 
there is no country where such consideration is given to human 
welfare and the happiness of men and women and children as 
in this country. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mi:. FARR. Yes. 
.Mr . .BUCHANAN of lliinols. About how many men wo-rk in 

this shop? 
Mr. FARR. About 8,000. 
Mr. BUCHANAN of Lllinois. If you will stop some of the 

immigrants eoming in here--
Mi:. FARR. How would the gentleman have been here him

self if they had stopped his parents from coming here? 
I shall submit as a part of my remarks a statement made 

before the Ways and Means Committee by a representative of 
the Scranton Railway Steel Spring Co., relative to the present 
tariffs on the products under discussion, to wit, iron and steel 
whee1s for railway purposes and tires, as follows: 

The Investment in this business in the United States ls approxi
mately $2~000,000. The plants are located in .the States of Illinois, 
Missouri, rennsylvania, New. Yorki_ Michigan, and Colorado. It is 
estimated that employment is given ~.ooo men in this industry. 

If any change is made in the existing tariff of a material nature, it 
would not be J)osslble for the manufactm•ers of these products in the 
United States to compete with importations of similar products from 
Em·ope. This ls prov·en by the fact that they are now unable to suc
cessfully compete with the Eu:::opean manufacturers for the exportation 
of these articles to Canada, where the opportunities for securing this 

. 
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business are equal, arid the deciding factor should be one of price only. 
At the present time the United States manufacturers are unable to 
secure any business except when the demand is m·gent and It is impos
sible to a wait delivery from Europe. 
· Investigation ~ill show that prices for home consumption of these 
products in Europe are higher than the prices charged by American 
manufacturers of these same products to home consumers. In England 
and Germany tires are sold at upward of 4 cents pet· pound; in the 
United States at from 3 to 3~ cents per ·pound, and in no case as high 
as 4 cents per pound. Canada and Mexico are practically the dumping 
grounds of Europe fo1· the excess production of these materials by 
European manufacturers, and it is certain that the United States would 
likewise become the dumping ground of these same produ.cts from the 
same sources if any material reduction was made in duties. 

England protects its industry by compulsory use of British tfres 
in Engla nd. a nd the colonies, and Germany by high tariff. At the 
present time the production of these materials from the plants in the 
United St ates is largely in excess of the American demands. This 
fact has already reduced the price which these manufacturers· can 
obtain for their goods to a much lower basis than the importance of 
the business demands and would justify, and if, In addition to this, 
they were confronted with the surplus products of the European manu
facturers , it would have a very disastrous effect on the business and 
capital invested · in these plants; particularly so when England bas shut 
off any poss ibility of competition in the British Isles and her colonies, 
and Germany by high tariff. 

We feel that we have a i·ight to request simply a retention of the 
present duties on these materials, for the purpose of conserving to this 
country the manufactm·e and sale of products, for which, as above 
sta t ed, this country is already oversupplied at the present time with 
producing capacity, with consequent low prices to the consumers, due 
to competitive conditions. , 

The foreign plants manufacturing these materials are located prin
cipally in Germany and England, there being but 3 plants in France, 
as against 8 in Germany, 10 in England and Scotland, and 3 in 
Belgium. Thus it will be seen that the greater majority of the 
foreign manufacturers are protected from importations from this 
country, or practically so, and if tJ:iese duti~s were reduced they co~ld 
send their surplus products here with practically no chance of retalia-
tion by the home manufacturers. · 

If competition is a desirable thing to bring about, it certainly should 
be reciprocal, and a one-sided competition, where the American manu
ractm·ers have no chance to get into the foreign markets on account 
of the facts above stated, certainly ought not to be desired. Moreover, 
as stated, these products are already selling in this country, due to local 
competition, for considerably less than these same products sell ln the 
foreign markets, and naturally the foreign manufacturer does not de
sire to reduce the price in this counti·y any lower than prev~iling prices, 
beca use he can sell bis products already for a higher pnce at home1 and he would only avail himself of our markets with his surplus produc-i: 
or when there was a dullness in his home markets. 

Here we have a case, therefore, of an American industi·y in wh.ich 
a very reasonable amount of capital is already invested and one in 
which the business bas been created in various parts of the country 
by the Ingenuity and ability of our people, and a large number of our 
citizens obtain employment and a livelihood; where, if any material 
changes are made in the tariffs, it would probably result in the partial 
destruction, if not the very serious impairment, of the entire business. 

For these reasons It is earnestly asked that no change be made in the 
duties on these specific items. 

The facts above stated can and will be verified by the testimony of 
competent witnesses, it desired, and witnesses thoroughly familiar with 
this business in all its details; the particular facts stated being taken 
from information fmnished the undersigned by one of the leading ex
perts in the business. 

The CHA1Rl\1AN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question is on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [l\Ir. MooRE]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
'l'he Clerk read as follows : 
145. Aluminum, aluminum scrap, and alloys of any kind in which 

aluminum is the · component material of chief value, in crude form, 
aluminum in plates, sheets, bars, and rods; barium, calcium, mag
nesium, sodium, and potassium, and alloys of which said metals are 
the component material of chief value: 25 per cent ad valorem. 
- Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. · 

The Clerk read as follows: 
· Amend, page 39, llne 6, by striking out " 25 p,er cent ad valorem " 
and inserting in lieu thereof " 7 cents per pound. ' 

Mr. AUSTIN. I wish to debate · that amendment after recess. 
- Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, J . move that the com
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
· Accordingly the committee rose ; and the Speaker having re
sumed the chair, Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re
ported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
H. R. 3321-the tariff bill-an9- had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

LEA VE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. STEDMAN, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of 
absence for 10 days, on account of illness in family. 

REPORT ON CONCENTRATION OF CONTROL OF MONEY AND CREDIT. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of Senate concurrent resolution No. 1, 
which I send to the Clerk's desk. 
· The SPEAKER. The Clel'k will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Senate concurrent resolution 1. 

Resolved, bv the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring) 
T_hat there be printed 6,000 additional copies of House Report No. Hi93; 
SixtJ'.·S~cond C~mgress, on the "Concentration of Control of Money and 
Credit, of which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate docu
ment room and 4,000 copies for the use of the House document room. 

Mr. l\I~. Reserving the right to object, how much is 
there to this report? · 

l\Ir. FI.i~EY. Well, the Senate concurrent resolution pro-
vides for the printing of 6,000 additional copies. 

l\Ir. MANN. Does this report contain all the evidence? 
Mr. FINLEY. It does. 
l\Ir. MANN. How much is there of it? 
Mr. FINLEY. The cost will be $1,003.80. 
Mr. MANN. How much of n volume is it or how many 

volumes are there? 
Mr. FINLEY. I will tell the gentleman frankly that it came 

over only a little while ago, and I have not had time to investi
gate that. , 

Mr. l\JANN. If it is a valuable report, some of the gentle
men now on the floor will know how long a report it is. I am 
frank to say I have not read it. It is not a book of that size 
if it contains all the evidence taken. 

Mr. FINLEY. That work is still under way, if the gentle
man from Illinois [Mr. MANN] will permit me. 

l\fr. HARDWICK. If the gentleman from South Carolina 
will permit, I will say that I have heard they took three or 
four thousand pages of testimony. I can not vouch for the 
accuracy of that. It will probably be three or four volumes. 

l\lr. MANN. I was trying to ascertain whether all the testi
mony that was taken was to be included in this report. We had 
the privilege of reprinting in large numbers all the testimony 
that was taken. So far as printing the report is concerned, we 
never object to things of that kind. . · 
_ l\Ir. HARDWICK. We could not print all that .evidence in 
a report for $1,000. 

l\Ir. l\I.A1'TN. Probably not. 
Mr. FINLEY. This will cost within a fraction of $1,000-a 

little over $1,000. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 

Chair hears none, 
The question is on agreeing to the Senate concurrent resolu

tion. 
The resolution was agreed to. 

SPEAKER PRO TEMPOBE FOR EVENING SESSION. 

The ·sPEA.KER. The Chair assigns the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. REILLY] to .preside as Speaker pro tempore 
to-night. 

RECESS. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now take a recess until 7.45 p. m. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o'clock and 35 
minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until 7.~5 p. m. 

EVENING SESSION. 
At 7.45 p. m., the recess having expired, Mr. REILLY of Con

necticut, Speaker pro tempore, called the Houso to order. 
LABORERS AND JANITORS. 

l\lr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to present the following 
privileged report from the Committee on Accounts .• 

The SPE1.<\.KER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. LLOYD] offers a 1:esolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 56 (H. Rept. 8). 

Resolved, That the Clerk be, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint 
three laborers and three janitors, who shall be paid, out of the con
tingent fund of the House, compensation at the rate of $60 per month; 
and also a stenographer to the Journal clerk, who shall be paid, out of 
the contingent fund of the House, compensation at the rate of $1,000 
per annum. 

With committee amendments, as follows: 
Amend line 2 by striking out the word "three" after the word "ap

point" and inserting the word "four" in lieu thereof, and in the· same 
line, after the word " and," strike out the word " three " and insert 
the word " two." . 

l\fr. LLOYD. There is another amendment; ·Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the other 

amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : . 
Also, amend, by stliking out all of the resolution after the word 

" month," in line 4. . • 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the resolution 

reported ·as it would be if the amendments are agreed to. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the reso

lution as it would read if amended. 
The CJerk .read as follows: 

. Resolved, That the Clerk be, and be is hereby, authorized to appoint 
four laborers and two janitors, who shall be paid, out of the contingent 
fund of the House, compensation at the rate of $60 per month. 

Ur . .MANN. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the _gentleman if these 
are to be session employees or -permanent employees? 

l\Ir. LLOYD. Session employees.· 
Ir. MAN.1. . ~he resolution does not so state. 

Mr. LLOYD. Oh, I beg the gentleman's pardon. These are 
to be permanent employees. 

Mr. MANN. And the stenograpber? 
Mr. LLOYD. That is not provided for. That is taken out 

by the amendment. · 
l\Ir. MAl\'N. Why was that taken out, may I ask? 
Mr. LLOYD. That was taken out because the Journal clerk 

and the bill clerk concluded that they codld get along without 
the addition.al stenographer during this session of Congress. 
We may ask for it "3.t the next session of Congress if it is needed. 

1\fr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the Journal clerk of the House is 
new, and thus far probably has not had any tery great difficulty 
in handling the Journal of the House. I think myself that 
ordinarily the Journal clerk ought to have a stenographer. 

l\Ir. LLOYD. The Journal clerk and the bill clerk have con
ferred, and by arrangement between them the Journal clerk 
bas the present stenographer the greater part of the time. 

l\1r. MAJ\"N. I am not Violating any confiQ.ence now when 
I say that I feel very certain from what was said to me in a 
former Congress that that arrangement was not very satisfac
tory to the · former Journal clerk. 

l\lr. LLOYD. I may say that it is satisfactory to the present 
Journal clerk. These offieeTS are kind enough to try to get 
along without this additional stenographer if they can, and 
if they do so this additional one will not be needed. 

l\lr. FOSTER. l\Ir. Speaker, may I inquire what particular 
work these laborers are doing? 

l\Ir. LLOYD. The janitors are expected to care for all the 
offices of the Clerk; that is, the Clerk's office proper, and the 
office of the Chief Clerk., and the office of the disbursing clerk, 
the bill clerk's office, and the Journal clerk's office. There are 
16 rooms in all that they are expected to take care of. 

Mr. FOSTER. Who is doing this work now? 
Mr. LLOYD. There is a messenger who is doing janitor 

service, and part of the time the Clerk pays for having this 
work done out of his own pocket. 

Mr. FOSTER. Has this messenger been doing janitor work 
and taking care of 16 rooms thus far during all this Congress? 

1\fr. LLOYD. He has done part of that work a part of the 
time, and the Doorkeeper has furnished help a part of the time, 
and at other times . the Clerk has been oblig-ed to employ help 
himself. 

Mr. FOSTER. In order to keep the e rooms clean 1 
Mr. LLOYD. To keep these rooms in order, yes. 
Mr. FOSTER. At the beginning of the Sixty-first Congress 

were these laborers discharged, or is this an additional force to 
what was on in the Sixty-first Congress. 

1\Ir. LLOYD. Nearly all the C1erk's force was cut .off at that 
time. In the Sixty-first Congress they had plenty of messen
gers, janitors, and additional clerks, and the force was cut just 
about half at the beginning of the Sixty-sec-0nd Congress. 

l\lr. FOSTER. Who is taking care of the rooms of these 
committees for which the janitors and me sengers were ap
pointed last year? . 

Mr. LLOYD. These men are not taking care of any rooms 
that are now occupied by Members of Congress. There is an
other resolution that will provide for that. In tbe last Congress 
we Md two janitors to take care of the rooms in this building 
that are occupied by Members of Congre s. 

1\Ir. FOSTER. It occurs to me, l\Ir. Speaker, that if -tb.ese 
men have been able to do this work in the last two years I do 
not understand why it is necessary to have additional n{en at 
this time. 

Ur. LLOYD. There is additional service, too, that ls needed 
that was not rendered in the last Congress bot that was ren: 
dered in previous Congresses. There ought to be some messen
ger provided to deliver the bills from the document room to 
the various chairmen -0f committees who have no janitors im
mediately upon the receipt of the bills. 

Mr. FOSTER. Does the gentleman think tb.at for $60 a 
month we can supply a person to do that sort of work: 

Mr. LLOYD. The Clerk advises us that he can. 1 do not 
know whether he .can or not. 

l\lr. PALMER. ·As a matter of -fact, Mr. pealrer I th.ink 
the gentleman will find that the chairmen or committees f;end 

1' 

their own clerks and messengers to the document room for bi11s. 
That is a universal practice, and we cut that place out pur
posely because the committees did send their own ele1:ks and 
janitors after bills. 

Mr. LLOYD. It is also true that the Clerk has no messen
ger to send to the Journal clerk',g room, the €Ilrollin"' elerk's 
room, the disbursing clerk's room, or to send over to 

0

the sta
tionery room. He needs a messenger to send to these various 
plac~. He insists that he ought to have a messenger at the 
stationery room. There is no one there to receive or deliver' 
stationery. There are just the two men in that room. We took 
out of ~e stationery room, and very properly, I think, all the 
help which had formerly been provided there except the sta
tionery clerk and the assistant. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, with the bills- going io the 
Clerk's room after being i.nttodueed and ref.erred to the com
mittees, I do not believe it is necessary to hate a messenge-r 
to carry those bills around. All of the great committees have 
clerks and messengers, and they can go to the document room 
after bills. 

l\Ir. LLOYD. If the gentleman will fill.ow me
Mr. FOSTER. Just a m-0ment. 
Mr. LLOYD. I want to explain just at this point. 
.:Ur. FOSTER. All these larger eommittees which haYe a 

great many bills referr~ to them, like the Judiciary, Pension, 
and Post Office Committees, and other committees -0f that 
class, .have janitors or messengers who can get these bills with
out n;uch trouble when the clerks are busy; but it seems to me 
that m the case -0f these minor committees their clerks are not 
so busy but that they are able to go and get these bills without 
the expense of hiring some one to cal'ry them around to them. 

Mr. 1\1.A.1'.TN. Will my colleague yield for a suggestion 1 
. b~r. LLOYJ?. There are nearly 20 committees that have no 
Jt1mtors. I~ is not necessary to furnish bills to the Appropria
tions Comnntte~, or the Ways and Means Committee, or any of 
the large coillillittees that have janitors. 

1\Ir. FOSTER. I understand that, but as far as I ·am con
cerned I should object to the employment of an additional person 
to deliver these bills around to these committees. 

Mr. LLOYD. These messengers are not to be assigned to 
any particular duty. They are placed under the control of the 
Clerk, .an~ he is to use them wherever they are necessary. The 
Clerk msists that he needs this additional force to do the mes
senger ancJ janitor service in his department. 

Mr. FOSTER. I understood from the gentleman from .Mis
'souri that one of these men was to be assigned to that duty. 

Mr. LLOYD. No; I beg your pardon. There is no assian-
ment to any particular place. 

0 

l\ir. FOSTER. That the intention was to use one of these 
men for this purpose. 

1\1.r. LLOYD. .As I understood, you asked what these men 
were expected to do, and one of the things tha.t one of -them 
was expected to do was to deliver bills to the committees that 
have no janitors. 

Mr. l\IANN. M.ay I ask the gentleman what is the process 
now by which the Senate bills are delivered to the committees1 

Mr. LLOYD. I do not know that I can answer the gentle
man's question. 

Mr. FOSTER. I think Senate bills are referred to the Clerk's 
room just as House bills. They go there and get them. 

Mr. MANN. I do not know whether that is the way· I think 
it is a haphazard way. Formerly there was a .clerk wh~se busi
ness. it 'Yas to deliver the bills, to deliver Senate bills, taking the 
reee1pt m {mCh caBe out of a book of the chairman -0f the com
mittee. In the last Congress several times Senate bill.s were 
lost. I ha-ve 11-0 doubt they were lost because that method was 
no longer pursued. 

Mr. PAL.MER. And in former Congresses also. 
1\fr. FOSTER. Receipts a.re taken for .all bills now just as 

they were in former Congresses. 
Mr. MANN. I do not know what the _process is now. No

body seemed to be able to locate some bills in the last ,Con
gress, and I supposed they were lost in that manner. 

l\Ir. COX. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman a 
question. What is the necessity of a bill-distributing messenger1 
· Mr. LLOYD. I beg the gentleman's pardon. I have not stated 
that there would be any messenger assigned to distribute bi11s. 
He is a messen~r to perform any and all duties that are to be 
performed in any way. 

Mr. COX. I do not tbink there is any necessity for a mes
senger of that kind at all, and I will state why. My little eom
mittee, the ·Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Depart
ment, has bills sent to it by mail by the Clerk, and also -copies 
of all bills that I hate introduced. l: na-v-e no complaint -011 
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earth t<> make about u: Every bill introduced here I presume 
reaches its final and proper destination. The Clerk of the House 
furnisbes me with a copy of all bills going to my committee. I 
have on file in my office a copy of every bill introduced by any 
Member referred to my committee, and also a copy of every bill I 
have introduced going to any other committee. Here is what I 
am afraid of, with all due deference to the chairman of. the 
Committee on Accounts. · We cut out a lot of jobs two years 
ago, and criticized gentlemen on the other side for. their practice 
of having extra employees for four or five years. 

Mr. MANN. You know more now. 
Mr. COX. We had a lot of useless employees that we cut out. 

And I am wondering in my mind whether there is an attempt 
here to get some of these employees back. 

Mr. LLOYD. I can· assure the gentleman most posit ively th!'lt 
there is no attempt to get employees back. There is nothing of 
that kind. 

Mr. COX. These are new employees. 
Mr. LLOYD. They are new; but they are not such · employees 

as were in the office before. The men in the Clerk's department 
received. $1,500, $1,800, and $2,250 a year. We are providing 
for messenger service that is necessary to be performed under 
this resolution at the rate of $60 a month. Another thing: You 
must take into consideration that there is additional work for 
the clerks to perform. Instead of having 392 Members we have 
now 435 Members, and that makes additional work for the Clerk 
to take care of in the accounts of all these Members. It does 
not occur right now. · 

Mr. COX. I think the gentleman does not attach much im
portance to the increase of membership. 

Mr. LLOYD. The Clerk says it will make an additional bur
den. 

Mr. COX. I can not concur in that statement. I do not 
think so. . 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman says this reso
lution does not put back any employees who were· cut out in the 
resolution that was passed in the beginning of the Sixty-second 
Congress. I call his attention to the fact that one of the em
ployees who was theretofore carried on the rolls was a messen
ger in the Clerk's office, whose sole duty it was to carry bills 
from the document room to the various committees when re
ferred. 

l\Ir. LLOYD. And he received a salary of $2,250 for perform
ing that duty. 

Mr. MANN. And he earned it. 
Mr. PALMER. The fact is that the employee did little or 

nothing, because the committees se~t for the bills themselves and 
the Members got all of their own bills. 

That was on the theory that every bill that is worthy of con
sideration by a committee will have a Member behind it who 
will see that the committee gets it, so that place was cut out; 
and I hope the gentleman from Missouri will not in a small 
House suggest that we shall to-night attempt to put back on the 
rolls of the House :my official who was cut out after careful 
investigation and full consideration by a practically unanimous 
sentiment of the majority Members of this House in the Sixty
second Congress. 
· Mr. LLOYD. . Mr. Chairman, I am surprised at the gentle
man from Pennsylvania, who himself offered in the 1ast House 
a resolution which would have restored $22,500 in salaries. 

Mr. PALMER. I did that at the beginning of the Congress, 
with the statement that as to those particular places. we had 
some doubt, and we wanted to be perfectly fair. We did not 
press the resolution, because in the Sixty-second Congress we 
thought that the House organization, as we had fra~ed it up, 
was amply competent to take care of the business of the House, 
and the gentleman knows that we did not press that resolutjon. 
This is not big enough to fight seriously about, and I think the 
gentleman ought to go slowly in the matter. 

1\Ir. LLOYD. It is big enough that the Clerk of the House 
should have the service he needs to perform the duties of his 
office, and he insists that he wants this additional assistance. 
Now, with reference to the notification clerk, we are not restor
ing him. There is no attempt to restore the notification clerk. 
We have not a messenger who is to distribute these bills. It 
may be that the individual chairmen of these committees would 
rather ha-ve them mailed and get them later in the day--

Mr. COX. I did not say that; I simply had no complaint 
to make of-- . 

Mr. LLOYD. If they have a messenger that will settle it 
at once. 

1\fr. MADDEN. If I may be allowed to interject a word, if 
there is any troub1e about the distribution of these places you 
can send them over here. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, just one word and I am through. 
I think if the gentleman from Missouri is providing by this 
for people _to take care of these rooms-janitors, which are nec
essary-as far as I am concerned, I shall have no objection; 
but I do think the gentleman from Missouri ought not to bring 
in here, as suggested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, a 
provision for any help for the employment of this notification 
or bill clerk, as you may call it, to mail bills around, and if 
there is one person now performing that service I shall object 
at this time. · 

l\Ir. LLOYD. The Committee on Accounts has careful1y in
vestigated this resolution, and it is a unanimous report of that 
committee. I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the adoption 

of the resolution as amended. 
The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an

nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 
· On a division (deman4ed by Mr. FOSTER) there were-ayes 

52, noes 9. 
So. the resolution as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I offer the· following privileged 

resolution. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 

resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 55 (H. Rept. 7). 
Resolv ed, That the Doorkeeper of the House be, and is hereby, au

thorized to appoint-two janitors for committees, located in the Capitol, 
during the sessions of the Sixty-third Congress, compensation at the 
rate of $60 per month for each janitor to be paid out of the co.ntingent 
fund of the House, said appointments to begin the 1st of April, 1913. 

l\fr. l\IANN. I understood that the other resolution carried 
two janitors. 

Mr. LLOYD. The other provided janitors for the Clerk. 
Tbis provides janitors for the various committees, including 
Mr. Cox's committee, Mr. HAMLIN'S, and various committees 
over this building where they have no janitor. 

l\Ir. ~~. Does the Clerk need two new janitors? 
Mr. LI..iOYD. Mr. Chairman, these janitors have ncthing 

whatever to do with the Clerk, and the Clerk has nothing to do 
with them. These two janitors take care of 8 or 10 rooms. 

Mr. COX. We have janitor service now. 
Mr. LLOYD. Certainly; and that is what we want to provide 

pay for, and what we are seeking to do is to :provide for the 
janitors that the gentleman has now. 

l\fr. COX. A.re the janitors now doing janitor work-the 
same men that worked last year? 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes. . 
Mr. M.L"NN: Mr. Chairman, it can not be .vossible that the 

gentleman.from Indiana [Mr. Cox] wants a janitor. I supposed~ 
with hjs economic turn of mind, that he took care of his own 
room. 

Mr. COX. No. The only thing that I know about that is 
that a ' janitor comes in every morning and cleans up. I was 
inquiring whether that was a new position. 

Mr. LLOYD. We are providing for these janitors and not 
providing any new assignments whatever. 

·Mr. HARDWICK. In other words, we are giving the Mem
bers with committee rooms the same service that they get in 
the Office Building. 

Mr. LLOYD. Exactly so. . 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, if necessary, I wou1d ask unani

mous consent that the gentleman from Indiana be permitted to 
take care of his own room, so as to get rid of the janitor. 
[Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on -agreeing to 
the resolution. 
Th~ resolution was agreed to. 

ATTENDANT, LADIES' RECEPTION ROOM. 

Mr: LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I present the following privileged 
resolution, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
House resolution'54 (H. Rept. 10). 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be, and is hereby, au
thorized to appoint an attendant for the ladies' reception room of the 
House during the sessions of the Sixty-third Congress, compensation at 
the rate of $75 pe1· · month to be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the adop
tion of the resolution. 

Mr. MANN. Is this the usual rate of compensation? 
Mr. LLOYD. Yes. 



1913. CONGRESSIONAL _RECORD-HOUSE. 849 
Mr. MANN. Seventy-five a month? 
l\:Ir. LLOYD. Yes; just the same as a page. 
Mr. HARDWICK. The same old thing in the same old way. 
Mr. LLOYD. The same person and the same pay as last ses-

sion and the preceding session. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 

the i:esolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 

MARY S. MANN. 
Mr. LLOYD. l\Ir. Speaker, I offer the following privileged 

resolution, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 61 (H. Rept. 9). 
R esolv ed, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized to pay, 

out of the contingent fund, to Mary S. Mann, widow of Charles H. 
Mann, late superintendent of the reporters' gallery of the House, .a. sum 
equal to six months of his salary as such employee and an additional 
amount, not exceeding $250, for the funeral expenses of said Charles 
H. Mann. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
THE TARIFF. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration · of the bill 
H. Il. 3321-the tariff bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself 'into the Committee of 

the Whole Hou.se on the state of the Union' for the.further con
sideration of the tariff bill, with Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee in 
the chaii-. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. AUSTIN], and, without 
objection, the amendment will be again reported. 

There was no objection, and the amendment was again re
ported. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is to continue 
the present duty on aluminum. There are two aluminum com
panies in the 'United States-the Aluminum Co. of America and 
the Southern Aluminum Co., the latter a new company, being 
in the South and at this time having in course of erection its 
plant in North Carolina. Alumintim is made from bauxite, and 
that ore is found only in the South. It is located in the districts 
represented by Mr. LEE, of Georgia·, Mr. .MooN, of Tennessee, 
Mr. BURNETT, of Alabama, and Mr. TAYLOR, of Arkansas. 

We are now producing in this country 45,000,000 pounds of 
aluminum per annum, and we are importing from France and 
other countries 12,500,000 pounds per annum. If the provision now 
placed in the Underwood bill becomes a law, we will increase 
our importations in value from $1,857,000 to $2,500,000, making 
an increase in importation over and above the present importa. 
tion of $643 000. · · 

The cost of producing aluminum in _the way of labor amounts 
to 60 per cent of the cost of production. Sixty per cent of 
$643,000 is $385,800 in labor. In other words, we increase our· 
importation of aluminum and we deprive American wage . 
earners of $385,800 per annum that they are now receiving. In 
four years we· would take fro·m these wage earners engaged in 
this · industry $1,543,000. Our present duty on aluminum · is 
7 cents per pound, and to show you that it is low enough, the 
figures of the Treasury Department ·show that the French and 
other makers of aluminum have been able to ship into this coun
try and successfully sell in competition with the aluminum 
made in America 12,500,000 pounds per annum. 

Our greatest competitor in the production of aluminum is 
France, which produces annually 40,000,000 pounds. They use 
6,000,000 pounds, and have a surplus of 34,000,000 pounds to 
sell to other countries. There is a duty of 7! cents a pound 
on every pound of aluminum imported into France and sold in. 
competition with aluminum made in that country. The average 
wage per day in the aluminum plants of our competitors abroad 
is 80 cents as compared with $2.50 a day in this country. Now, 
is it for the best interests of America, will it advance and pro
mote the interests of the four States in the South that have the 
only known deposits of bauxite in this country out of which 
aluminum is made, to reduce our duty to practically 2-! cents per 
pound and permit the French people, with a surplus of 34,000,000 
pounds a year to enter this field in competition with aluminum 
made from southern bauxite? 

Oh, I know the gentleman who has charge of this bill [Mr. 
PALMER] will say that the Aluminum Co. of America is a 
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monopoly in this country. Yes; and I say to him that there is a 
legalized pool and an Aluminum Trust in France and in the 
other foreign countries where our competitors are engaged in this 
business. If there is a pool or a monopoly there why should not 
the American Congress prefer an American monopoly or an Ameri
can trust, which voluntarily reduced the price of aluminum 
from $8 per pound to 17 cents per pound, in preference to a for
eign trust or a foreign monopoly? Wl1y should we seek by legis
lation to take business from the aluminum mills of America 
and money from the wage earners in the American aluminum 
plants? Why shouJd we attempt by legislation to. take in round 
numbers over a million and a half dollars per annum and turn 
it over to foreigners, to plants operated in Europe that pay no 
taxes to the American Government or any State in it, or who 
do not employ a single American wage earner? . 

I submit for the consideration of this House an appeal from 
the business organizations of Knoxville, Tenn., in the interest of 
this great American industry. 

The appeal is as follows: ' . 
Resolution adopted at·a special joint session o! the boards of directors 

of the Board of Commerce, Commercial Club. Manufacturers and Pro
ducers' Association, and Traffic Bureau, of Knoxville, Tenn. · 

Whereas the aluminum industry of the United States, being fostered 
and stimulated by patents on the process of manufacture ·and by a 
duty of 7 cents per pound on foreign aluminum, bas during the last 
~O years grown from practically noth1ng to an output of 40,000,000 
pounds per annum;.. whHe the price to the consumer bas fallen from 
;4 per pound to lo cents per pound; and · 

Whereas said patents have now expired, leaving nothing but the tarilf 
of 7 cents per pound to secure to the American manufacturer the 
home market ; and 

Whereas it is far more expensive to produce aluminum In this country
than in France and other foreign countries because of the fact that 
foreign bauxite is richer than that found in America, and because in 
foreign countries bauxite, coal deposits, and water power for gen
erating electricity are found in close proximity to each other, while 
in this country they are found far apart; and because it is far more 
costly to develop the water powers in this than in foreign countries 
and because the American manufacturer must pay much higher wages 
to labor than his foreign competitor ; and . 

Whereas there are thousands of American citizens dependent upon the 
aluminum industries for support and millions of American capital 
invested in the business. both of which would sutrer if the American 
market should be turned over to the foreign producer ot aluminum ; 
and 

Whereas bauxite, from which aluminum is made, is found only in the 
Southern States, and there are also found in the South vast coal 
deposits and undeveloped water power possibilities, both of which are 
essential in the production of aluminum ; and -

Whereas these advantages have attracted the manufacturers of alumi· 
num in this country and abroad to such an extent that the Aluminum 
Co. of America and the Southern Aluminum Co. have each recently 
secured extensive water powers in the South with a view to their 
immediate development for use in the manufacture of aluminum. 
which development would, in the opinion of this body, be retarded 
and delayed, if not entirely prevented by any tarifi' legislation which 
would make it easier for foreign producers to sell their goods in this 
market and harder for the American manufacturer to obtain reason
able returns on the capital invested in the aluminum business; and 

Whereas we believe that there is no demand coming from the consumers 
of alum1num goods for a lower duty, but that the cry for a lower 
tariff on aluminum comes solely from the manufacturers in their 
own interest and is not made in the interest of the consumers: There
fore be it 
Resolved by the Board of Commerce, Commercial Oltib, Manufacturers' 

and Producers' Association, and Trat'fio Bto-eau, of Knoa:ville, Tenn., 
That we deem it prejudicial to the best interest of the South to reduce 
the tariff on aluminum below 7 cents per pound, and we therefore urge 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress to use their influence to 
prevent such reduction. 

J. w. BROW 'LEE, 
Preeident Board of Commerce, Knoxville, ·Tenn. 

- G. E. BRADFORD, 
President Commercial Olub, Knoxville, Tenn. 

W. A. MOBERLY, . 
President M anuf aoturers' and Pt·oducers' 

Association, Knoxville, Tenn. 
JESSE THOMAS, 

President Traffl,o Bureau, Knoa:vilZe, Tenn. 
CHAS. KIMMICK, 

KNOXVILLE, TENN., Febt·uary 6, 1913. 
Secretary Joint Meeting. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate 
on this paragraph and all amendments thereto close in five 
minutes. -

The motion was agreed to. _ 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, if there is any rate in all the 

length and breadth of this bill which is entirely and absolutely 
justified by the facts, it is this rate on aluminum, which the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. AusTIN] would seek to change. 
The fact is that his constituents, the interests for whom he is 
speaking here in th.is matter, do not care particularly about 
this tariff rate upon aluminum. The gentleman applies his 
remarks to the aluminum paragraph, but what he has back in 
his head is what the Aluminum Co. of America has in its 
mind-the fact that we have put bauxite, the raw material of 
the Aluminum Co. of America, on the free list. That is what 
is frightening them, and for a very peculiar and interesting 
reason. The gentleman from Tennessee talks about the compe-
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tition that the Aluminum -00. of America is •suffering now and 
in liable to suffer because of this decreased rate. Thero 1s not a 
particle of competition in the aluminum business in tltls country 
or anywhere else on God's earth. There. is an ~bsolutely coun
try-wide monopoly in Am€rica possessed by the Aluminum Co. 
of America, and, as the gentleman says, there is a trust abroad 
as well, and the Aluminum Oo. of America is the founder of 
that trust and the biggest part of it. 

Mr. Davis, the general manager of the Aluminum Co. of Amer
ica, testified before the Ways and Means Committee in January 
that he went to London and wrote the agreement on behalf of 
his Canadian company, owned by the Aluminum Co. of America, 
which fixed the price and divided the market all over the world 
for aluminum. Now, the only reason we left a rate upon this 
aluminum at all was because the Aluminum Co. of America is 
not big enough, giant though it has become, it has not secured 
a sufficient number of water powers which are necessary for 
the manufacture of aluminum, to entirely supply the American 
market, and it must permit its foreign associates, companies 
associated with it under the agreement that .Mr. Davis wrote, to 
send into this country something like $1,800,000 worth of 
aluminum per annum. Upon that aluminum we levy this tax 
of 25 per cent in order to raise revenue for the Government. 

It i:::i not to glve the Aluminum Co. of America competition, 
because there is no· competition. The price is world-wide, and 
in this country larger tha:µ the foreign country by the amount 
of duty, making an even level of price the world over. The 
gentleman refers to another aluminum company as if the trust 
really did have some opposition and competition in this country. 
It is not so. But some venturesome Frenchmen 1 ive come over 
into this country and have undertaken to build an ruuminum 
plant down in one of the Carolinas. 

They have ·invested a large amount of money, although they 
have not got to the point of making any aluminum itself. The 
Aluminum Co. of America, the American Aluminum Trust, 
owns all the commercial bauxfte in America, most of which 
is located down in the section of country represented by my 
friend from Tennessee [Mr. AUSTIN]. 

Mr. AUSTIN. There is none of it in my district. 
Mr. PALMER. . Well, in that section; and with the Alumi

num Trust's' grip on bauxite, . these Frenchmen can not give 
them any competition unless we put bauxite on the free list; 
so that we are getting revenue upon this item by putting a 
25 per cent rate on alumiµum, a.nd getting 25 per cent of the 
nearly $2,000,'ooo worth of aluminum which will come into the 
country, and we are making it possible for this world-wide 
trust to have .actual competition by depriving it of its monopoly 
in the ownership of the bauxite beds. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ls on agreeing to the amend-
ment proposed by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. AusTIN]. 

The question was taken. and the amendment was· rejected. 
.Mr. PALMER. .Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 

PALMER] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend, p&.!!e S9, line S, by inserting after the word " bars " the 

word " strips!'• 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
146. Antimony, as regulus or metal, antimony ore, stibnite and matte 

containing antimony but not containing more than 10 per cent of lead, 
10 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That on all importations of anti· 
mony-bearing ores and matte containing antimony the duties shall be 
estimated at the port of entry, and a bond given in double the amount 
of such estimated duties for the transportation of the ores by common 
carriers bonded for the transportation of appraised or unappraised 
merchandise to properly equipped sampling or smelting establishments, 
whether designated as bonded warehouses or otherwise. On the ar
rival of the ores at such establishments, they shall be sampled accord
ing to commercial methods under the supervision of Government officers, 

ho shall be stationed at such establishments, and who shall submit 
the samples thus obtained to a Government . assayer, designated by the 
Secretary .of the Treasury, who shall make a proper assay of the sam
ple and report the result to the proper custoIDB officers, and the import 
entry shall be liquidated thereon. except In case of ores that shall be 
removed to a bonded warehouse to be refined for exportation as pro
vided by law, and the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to 
make all necessary regula t:lons to enforce the provisions of this para· 
graph; antimony, oxide salts, and compounds ot, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. 1\IAl\TN. Mr. Chairman, in paragraph 146 I move to 
strike out the last word. It relates to the duty on antimony. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] 
moves to strike out the last word in paragraph 146. 

Mr. MANN. I call the attention -Of the Members to · this 
letter: • 

I :NTERX.ATIONAL NArL ConPOI:ATlON, 
ChicagoJ Januarv 9, 1913. 

Hon. JAllIES R. MANN, l\I. C., 
Wa shingtonJ D. 0. 

.. l\Iy DE.A.R MR. MANN : 

• • • • • • • 
As you arc .aware, some time ago you procured for me s-tntlstics on · 

antimony, which were very valuable to me at the time, and on the 
strength of that knowledge I formed, with a number of my friends 
a corporation several years ago for the smelting of antimony, and 
only now, after spending in the neighborhood of $120,000, we arn very 
close to smelting. 

I can intelligently say that the reason that there has been no 
antimony smelted in this country for several years last past is beenm;e 
of the cheapness of the production of anti1n<my and the oxide from t he 
other side, accompanied with a very low duty, such as the regulus, 
carrying li cents a pound duty, and the oxide of antimony, carrying 
li cents a pound with an dditlonal 25 per cent a pound ad valorem; 
and stibnite and matte containing antimony and not containing more 
than 10 per cent of lead, 1 cent a pound on antimony containecl therein. 
That, you will see. is so low that it is pl:'etty nearly prohibitive for the 
American public in the West where these mines are for them to go 
ahead and mine and smelt this antimony. 

My visit through the West several months ago caused me to call 
through the extreme south of California and up to the extreme north
west of Washington, stopping at all the known places where antimony 
has been mined and can be, and I can truthfully say that thel"e i s ' an 
awful pile of it, but the same old bowl ts there. We would be plea ed 
to mine and smelt, but the duty is too low for us to compete with the 
foreign business, as tar as the prke of antimony itself is concerned. 

As this antimony proposition has taken five years of hard labor to 
put it where Jt is, as far as I am concerned and all the money that I 
could get myself and the friends that I have interested in _with me, I 
feel as though I ought to communicate with lou in time and place the 
matter before you as I have, and am satisfie that you will do what a 
lot of other people could not for me. If that duty can not be raised, 
for " the love of l\Ilke " let it stand as it ls. 

I would be pleased to hear from you regarding your Ideas in this mat
ter, and if you found it essential for me to be in Washington before this 
explosion takes place kindly advise me, and I will be pleased to come, 
a.s we can not afl'ord to fall in this effort. 

Yours, as ever, FRANK NowAT. 

The OHAIRl\fAN. Without objection, the pro forma. amend
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

Mr. ?t'ULLER. Mr. Chairman. I move to. strike out the last 
two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from .Minnesota [Mr. MIL
LER] moves to strike out the last two words. 

Mr. MILLER. I want to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania [Mr. PALMEB] a question. It is this: What is antimony 
used for in the arts? 

Mr. PALMER. It is used in the manUfacture of type metal, 
Babbitt metal, for ball bearings, and so forth. 

Mr. MILLER. Is there any such monopoly with respect to 
that metal as there ls with respect to aluminum? 

Mr. PALMER. Not that I know of. 
Mr. MILLER. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman 

to the fact that, in view of bis statement regarding the Alumi
num Trust in the United States and abroad being practically 
controlled . by the same parties, it was thought wise to put a 
duty on the importations of aluminum, the local monopoly not 
being able to supply the local demand, so that a tax on the 
importations is simply a tax on the trust. 

Mr. PALMER. Yes; the last reason being the controlling 
reason. The .fact tliat they are not able to supply the local 
demand makes it necessary to let importations c9me in, and we 
get the revenue. 

Mr. MILLER. As I underst:Rnd, the amount of the duty will 
be simply that much taken from the trust for revenue for the 
benefit of the United States Government. 

.Mr. PALMER. That is it. 
Mr. MILLER. Would not the gentleman think it wise to 

retain that duty at 50 per cent instead of dropping it down to 
25 per cent if the total amount is to be collected from the trust 
anyhow? I notice from the tables that have been prepared 
that the expected impor~tions will cause a slight reduction 
fu the amount of the revenues to be derived from aluminum 
and a slight reduction in the amount of the revenues to be de
rived from antimony. For instance, of one form of antimony 
there was received in the year 1912 jn round numbers, $74,000, 
and it is expected that $50,000 only a year will be received 
under this bill. On another antimony item $148,000 was re
ceived in 1910. Now it is expected to receive under this bill 
$80,000. On another item $27,000 was received and it ls ex
pected to receive $20,000, and so on down through the list. 
'.Especially is this falling off of revenue to be found in the 
aluminum paragraph. In 1912 we received in duties on alumi
num products $1,047,000, and it is estimated by the committee 
that we will now receive under this bill only $625,000. It seems 
to me that if the amount to be collected in duties ~:m aluminum 
is to be simply a tax upon the trusts, it might be wise to make 
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tbnt ta:s: us high as possible. This bill appears to fatten the 
Aluminum Trust to the extent of $400,000 each year. 

l\Ir. PALMER. I would be glad to do that if it were not for 
the fact that, of course, a certain pro11ortion of the tax can 
be, and is, pas ed on in the price of the article which is made 
by the Aluminum Co. of America. Wbile there is this world
wide agreement, it is maintained with due regard for tariff 
duties. The price of aluminum in this country is to-day 7 cents 
higher than the foreign price, or it was until recently. That is 
to say, the duty is added to the foreign price to make the 
American price ; and I would not be willing to write into this 
law ·such a rate as would continue the possibility of the Alumi
num Co. of America adding as much as 7 cents a pound to its 
crude prices, or 11 cents a pound to its finished aluminum, at 
the expense of the consumer. 

Mr. MILLER. Then the gentleman does think there exists 
some relationship between the amount of duty collected and the 
cost to the consumer of the finished product. 

Mr. PALMER. I have many times said, and everybody else 
has said, that the consumer pays the tax. 

1\Ir. MILLER. I understood from the gentleman's statement 
that the trusts were paying this tax. 

Mr. PALMER. It comes out of the trusts primarily, of 
course, into the Government coffers. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I notice that the price of im
ported aluminum is shown by the report of the committee to 
have been 24 cents a pound in 1905, and 12 cents a pound in 
1912. That shows a very amiable disposition on the part of the 
Aluminum Trust, I take it, that with the tariff duties stated as 
7 cents a pound during all this period, they now charge only 
50 per cent, practically, of the price which they charged seven 
years ago on imported aluminum. . 

Mr. PALMER. · The fact is that even under the falling prices 
which the -Aluminum Co. of America have maintained-because 
they were the sole dictators as to what the price should be
their profj.ts were so enormous that they would have been afraid 
to maintain any higher price to increase those enormous profits. 

Mr. MANN. But if this is a world-wide trust, without any 
competition, I should say that it indicated a rather generous dis
position on the part of that monopoly in this case. In the 
course of seven years it has cut the price 50 per cent. 

Mr. PALMER. It was not generosity or philanthropy which 
prompted that. It was the fear that if out of a common article 
of necessity of this kind they continued to make such enor
mous profits as they made some years ago, they would so in
cense the pubUc mind that attention would be drawn to their 
unconscionable activities, and as a trust they would be wiped 

·out of existence. 
l\fr. AUSTIN. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 

MAN N] that aluminum was selling in this country ·for $80 a 
ton, and they were the sole people who owned or controlled it. 
They have put the price down from $80 a ton to 17 cents a 
pound. · 

Mr. MANN. That is, under the intluence of a protective tar
iff the price was cut in two in the course of seven years. 

Mr. AUSTIN. The protective tariff enabled them to develop 
the industry. 

Mr. PAL.MER. The price of aluminum has come down on 
account of the inventions, improvements, and discoveries which 
have been "made in the methods of its manufacture· and the uses 
to which it can be put, but to which it was never put when 
aluminum was $80 a ton. At that time it was not a commercial 
article at an. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Is it not a fact that the American Aluminum Co. 
extended the use of aluminum, built up this business from the 
very start, and that it has very greatly reduced the price from 
that day up to this? 

Mr. PALMER. That is a fact. 
Mr. AUSTIN. Give them credit for it! 
Mr. PALMER. I give them credit for it. It is a fact also 

that on an actual investment of something less than $2,000,000 
they are to-day declaring dividends upon their stock, which 
amount to nearly 200 per cent on all the money they have in
vested as original investment, and with the present compara
tively low price of aluminum they are making enormous profits. 
They are entitled to credit for their success, but their large 
profits show that the reduction in aluminum to American con
sumers resulUng from this decrease can come from their profits 
without undue injury to the industry. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is it not true that no aluminum was produced 
in the United States practically until we put a protective tariff 
upon it? 

Mr. PALMER. I do not think that had anything to do with 
its production here. 

Mr. P .A.YNE. Certainly not, according to the gentleman's 
idea. These gentlemen came here and asked for a tariff on it 
in order that they might go into the enterprise. They did go 
into the enterprise, and t;4ey have reduced the price steadily 
from that time to this, and they have built up the industry. 

Mr. PALMER. The business has been built up largely, as 
stated before, because of the control of the one concern of the 
pateht on the discoveries connected with the methods by which 
it was made. The largest reason why the price has gone down, 
besides the fear of prosecution of this trust if the enormous 
profits continued, was the fear of competition on American soil. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, it is true they were protected 
by patents as well as by the duty in the first place, but they did 
not make any and did not get any patent on the invention or 
invent any new process until the protective tariff was put o~ 
the article. Then they went to ·work and invented a new 
process and took out patents under the laws which we all 
believe in, and they were protected in that as well as the tariff. 

Mr. PALMER. The gentleman claims that the protective 
tariff stimulated invention? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly it" does set them to work and gives 
1.hem a chance. I wish the gentleman from Pennsylvania would 
get that into his head, and the more he studies it the more he 
will appreciate it. 

Mr. AUSTIN: I do not see why this company should fear 
local competition, because the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
stated that this company owns an absolute monopoly of all the 
raw materials. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate 
on the paragraph and amendments thereto be now closed. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The proforma amendment ii!! withdrawn. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
148. Bronze powder, brocades, fiitters, and metallics; bronze, or 

Dutch-metal or aluminum, in leaf, 25 per cent ad valorem. 
Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 

word, to ask a couple of questions. What did the committee 
find in regard to bronze powder as a reason for changing the 
tariff to 25 per cent ad valorem, practically a reduction of about 
20 per cent? 

Mr. PALMER. I will say to the gentleman from Connecticut 
that bronze-powder manufacturers came to Washington protest
ing vigorously against this reduction. They saw me in confer
ence and told me the prices they were paying for labor in this 
country and the prices they were paying abroad; and after we 
had gone all over it with them it developed. that this rate ex
actly equalized the difference in their cost of production, accord
ing to their own statement. We did not think, on any theory, 
they made much of a case for us to raise it. 

Mr. DONOVAN. Has the gentleman got the figures . of the 
total amount of business in bronze powder? 'rhe point I want 
to make is that about one-half of the b1·onze powder was im
ported under the Payne tariff law, and by the reduction of this 
duty it will practically allow all the bronze powder business for 
the other side. 

Mr. CA..."\IPBELL. Is not that all right? Did not the gentle
man from Connecticut vote for that? 

·Mr. DO NOV AN. I want to know if the gentleman's figures 
show that one-half of the bronze powder was imported under 
the Payne law? 

Mr. PALMER. I have not the figures at hand, and if that 
was so it would not scare me any. 

Mr. DO NOV AN. I was not familiar with the situation, but I 
supposed the committee had treated this in an intelligent 
manner. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, may ·1 ask the gentleman a ques
tion? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 
Mr. MA...~. I notice in this paragraph the committee has 

proposed to reduce the tariff rates on flitters. Does the term 
" :fiitters" refer to the gentlemen on the other side of the House 
who will be out of it after the tariff goes into effect? [Laugh
ter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment is withdrawn. 
The Olerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
150. Gold leaf, 35 per cent ad vnlorem. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Strike out the paragraph and insert in lieu the following : 
" 150. Gold leaf, 35 cents per 100 leaves. The foregoing rate applies 

to leaf not exceeding in size the equivalent of 3i by 3i inches ; addi· 
tlonal duties in the same proportion shall be assessed on lea! exceeding 
in size said equivalent." · 
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Mr. l\IOORE. Mr. Chairman, it may be conceded at the out- Mr. MOORE. Will the gentleman yield once more? Is not 
set that gold leaf is not eaten by the poor. Ordinarily it is in the real difference between the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
the luxury class, but the :rate of duty has been reduced in. this and myself this, that I am standing pat against a loss ot 
bill. The amendment I have offered attempts to restore the rat& employment to men engaged in the industries, while the gen. 
to what it was under the act of 1009. The amendment is offered tleman is sponsor for a bill which--
at the suggestion of both the employers and the employees, The CHAIRMAN~ The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl 
numbering about 3,000 in this country, whose business and em- vania has expired. The· gentleman from Alabama moves to 
ployment is affected by the proposed reduction. close all debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto 

In support of their contention, I desire to present this extract The question was. taken. and the motion was agreed to. 
from a statement prepared by both sides, employers and em- The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro. 
ployees: posed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MooBE]. 

The wages are 12 to 15 per week for men and $5 to $7 for women , The question was taken. and the amendment was rejected. 
and any ehange in duty, however small, would of nece sity be taken oft The Olerk read as follows: · 
the present wages, as Germany now lays down gold lea! in this country 
at less than the cost price even at these wai:es, already low as com- 155. Lead dross, lead bullfon or base bullion, lead tD pfas and bars. 
pared with othe~ skilled trades. The German wages are $-6 to $7.50 lead in any form not specially provided for in this section, old refuse. 
for men and $3 to $5 for women, being 50 per cent less than American lead run into bloeks and bars, -and old scrap lead fit only to be remanu
wages. In Germany each man works with several apprentlc~s ; the net factored ; lead in sheets, ptpe, shot glaziers' lead. and lead wire • all 
result is greatly in excess of 50 per cent less than in this country. the foregoing 25 per cent ad valorem. ' 

I desire to say this change is evidently not in the interest of Mr. PALMER.. Mr. Chairman. I offer the fallowing am.end-
revenue, because it is an advance of only 5 per cent over the ment. 
Wilson bill rate. The Wilson ta.riff of 1896 collected only $766 The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
of duties upon gold leaf. Under the Payne act, where the ad The Clerk read as follows: 
valorem equivalent is 37.77 per cent of protection, the imports Page 40 line 23, at the end ot the Una insert the. words "OT of 
enabled the collection of duties to the extent of $13,514 in 1912. tinsel wire, lame, or lahn, and India rubber." 
Hence it would appear that this reduction from the- Payne rate The question was taken. and the amendment was agreed to. 
is not 1n the interest either of the poor, who do not eat gold Mr. PALMER. I also offer the following amendment. 
leaf, nor of the Go¥ernment, far which it is expected to obtain The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report it.. 
revenue. Tbe Clerk read as follows~ 

Mr. PALMER~ Mr. Chairman, perhaps the remark does not 
apply to this pa rticular amendment of my distinguished col
league as well as to some others, but it may as well be made 
now. The gentleman from the Philadelphia district has been, 
ever since we stnrted the consideration of this bill, bringing in 
amendments to restore the Payne rates, or to continue the Payne 
rates. He finds his mind led toward that desire so strongly that 
even in a case like this, where we have simply reduced the rate 
from 37 per cent to 35 per cent, he feels that be must put back 
the old Payne rate. and increRse it from 35 per cent to 37 per 
cent. I simply want to take this occasion to call to the atten
tion of my colleague, the gentleman from Philadelphia, the 
fact that every platform of every political party whlch was 
promulgated in the State of -Pennsylvania in the year 1912 de
manded a downward revision of the tariff. The Republican 
Party in Pennsylvania condemned the Payne law in its State 
platform and demanded a revision downward of that law. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PALMER. And it seems to me that it is about time the 

gentleman from Philadelphia woke up and discovered what the 
people in this country decided last fall. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.J 

Mr. MOORID. Mr. Chairman. wm the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PALMER. Just a moment. I commend to him the ex

ample of his distinguished leader, the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. PAYNE}, who knows that the American people- have 
condemned his law because he is here with a new Schedule K, 
reducing bis own Schedule K very materially. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PALMER. And I expect the gentleman from Philadel

(}hia is opvosing it. 
l\fr. MOORID. Can the gentleman point to a single Republican 

platform in State or Nation that does not declare for protection 
to American industries? 

Mr. PALMER. I can point to the Republican platform in 
the State of Pennsylvania, and that is what I am talking 
about-the platform of the party which elected the gentleman 
from Philadelphia-which condemned this Payne law and 
which the gentleman now seeks to restore. • 

Mr. MOORE. Will the gentleman yield for another question? 
Mr. PALMER. Yes. 
Mr. MOORE. Does the gentleman presume to say that it ts 

not within the province of a Member to stand up for any par
tlcula r industry in his district or against a great combination 
for which a special rate was fixed in the matter of ferro
manganese? 

Mr. PALMER. l\fr. Chairman, I will say ln answer to that 
that if the gentleman from Philadelphia could say that he was 
here trying to save an industry from destruction there might 
be some logic in his position; but he is here because he is such 
a standpatter that he can not allow the rate on gold leaf to be 
:.;educed from 37 per cent to 35 per cent, and he knows that that 
small reduction will not have any effect upon gold-leaf manu
facturers either in his district or elsewhere. 

Mr. MOORE. Will the gentleman yield once more? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. l\fr. Chairman, I move to close all de

bate on this paragraph. 

Page 40, llne 24. after the word " threads " insert the words " not 
s.pec1ally provided tor." ' 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
l\1r. MOORID. Will the gentleman yield for a question? Has. 

this item been passed? Has paragraph 152 been passed? 
Mr. P ALl\fER. I was walting for the Clerk to read. 
Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman permit me to make a sug

gestion about the amendment just adopted? 
Mr. PALl\fER. I have not taken 'the floor. The amendment 

has been offered and agreed to. 
Mr. MANN. Wlll the gentleman permit me to make a sug

gestion? 
Mr. PALMER. Yes. 
Mr .. MANN. I notice everywhere else 1n the bill "not spe

cifically provided for in this section." While it ·ls not importan4 
it might be advisable to have the same language. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask unanimous consent that the amendment 
may be modified by adding the words " in this section . ., [Ap
plause on the Republican sMe.] Id<> that to show that the gen
tleman really has somebody following him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to modify the amendment last agreed to by 
adding the words "in this section" to the amendment. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, ·and it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chnirman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. PALMER. Did I understand the gentleman from Penn
sylvania to now move to strike out the last word which the gen
tleman from Illinois put in? 

Mr: MOORE. No; the last word of the paragraph of the bill. 
I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania, however, 
which is the raw material and which is the finished product 1n 
this paragraph 152? If the gentleman from Pennsylvania would 
please give as much attention to the House as to the platforms 
of bis pnrty, perhaps he would answer my question. 

Mr. PALMER. I beg the gentleman's pardon. 
Mr. MOORE. I want to find out wha t difference the commit

tee allowed as between the raw material and the :finished prod
uct in this paragraph. 

Mr. PALl\IER. Well, there are very many different raw mate
rials which come 1n at different rates. 

Mr. MOORE. They are jumbled together in this paragraph. 
The raw material comes in at 30 per cent acl valorem and the 
finished product at 40 per cent ad valorem. Is not that the fact? 

Mr. PAL.1\IER. Some raw material comes in at 10 per cent 
ad valorem. 

Mr. MOORE. But chiefly tinsel as raw material comes in at 
30 per cent and the finished product at 40 per cent, so that the 
American manufacturer is given an actual protection of 10 per 
cent. Is not that the fact? 

Mr. PALMER. There is a differential between wire and tinsel 
of 20 per cent and between tinsel and the fabric of 10 per cent. 

Mr. MOORE.. Does the gentleman regard these articles as 
luxuries? 

:Mr. PALl\IER. Some are and some are not. 
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l\I:i;. MOORE. Some are Christmas ornaments and are mnde 
Yery cheaply in Germany in competition with the United States. 
The gentleman offers 10 per cent protection to the American 
manufacturer, whom he taxes 30 per cent for bis raw material . 
Now, with reference to this paragraph and with parti-cular 
reference to what the gentleman said a. moment ago, I desire to 
say that the difference tn political opinion between the gentle
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] and myself is this: Plat
forms of a party are sometimes written by an individual or a 
combination of individuals. Notwith~tanding this the gentle
man from Pennsylvanil'i. [Mr. MooRE] stands for the mainte
nance of industries of the United States which are progressive 
in an economic sense and which give employment to labor in 
the United States at an American wage, while the other gentle
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALM.EB], by his performance, 
writes out of business not only the illdustrles of his Common
wealth, but puts out of employment men who are engaged in 
th-0se industries, and this in the interest of revenue for the Gov
ernment which is being collected now under the Payne bill, 
which he condemns. 

Mr. PALMER. If the gentleman bis finished his short sen
tence, would he mind--

Mr. MOOREJ. I made it as pointed as I could so that the 
gentleman could understand the difference between himself and 
myself. 

Mr. PALMER. The gentleman has excused the repudiation of 
his party platform in Pennsylvania because of the fact that it 
was drawn by an individual or a combination ot individuals of 
whom apparently he does not approve. Would the gentleman 
mind stating, for the information of the House and for the 
RECORD, 1n order to keep history strai.ght in Pennsyl vanla, 
where it would be important and interesting, what individual 
or what combination of individuals really control the Republi
can Party 1n Pennsylvania and write its platforms? [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MOORE. Will the gentleman tell me who wrote the Gov
ernment-ownership plank of the Democratic platform? Will the 
gentleman tell me who wrote the waterways plank in every one 
of the national platforms of last year? Will the gentleman tell 
me--

Mr. PALMER. I asked you for in.formation. 
Mr. MOOREJ. Will the gentleman tell me who dictated the 

Democratic platform of Pennsylvania last year? I wish the gerl
tleman would rise up and answer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania [Mr. MooRE] has exitired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate 
on this paragraph and all amendnients thereto be now closed. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
153. Hooks and eyes, metallic, snap fasteners and clasps by what

ever name known, trousers buckles and waistcoat buckles made wholly 
or partly of iron or steel, steel trousers buttons and metal buttons not 
specially provided for in this section. all the foregoing and parts 
thereof, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amend
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

Tbe Clerk read as follows: 
Page 41, strike out the last two words in line S and the words 

" buttons and metal buttons " in lln~ 4 and insert the following : 
"Nickel bar buttons and trousers, buttons of steel a.nd other metal." 
Mr. OALDER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] 

bad such good fortune 1n presenting an amendment to the last 
section of the bill, which the committee evidently overlooked, 
that for the same reason I have the temerity to present this. 
In examining the provisions affecting buttons I find that in 
the Payne Tariff Act they were dealt with largely 1n Schedule 
N, 1n paragraph 427. I have not sought to raise tbe duty or 
to interfere at all with the duty on this particular itel)l of metal 
trousers buttons, but sought to put under that classification the 
same items that came under it 1n this paragraph, to which I 
have r~ferred, 1n the Payne bill. 

M:r. PALMER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CALDER. Yes. 
Mr. PALMER. You are seeking to add a new kind of metal 

button? 
Mr. CALDER. That ls right. 
l\Ir. PALMER. And which you do not find 1n this bffi at 

present? 
l\Ir. CALDER. That is right. 
Mr. PALMER. But the gentleman will note the lang.uage of 

the bill, "not s~cially provided for in this section,'' will cover 
the new metal button. 

Mr. CALDER 'That will leave the question open. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, no; it will not. I will say to the 

gentleman from New York [Mr. CALDER], o that he may save 
time, that th.at particular language was written 1n there by a 

. Treasury expert, who prepared the proposition. There are two 
items in reference to buttons in this bil1. All the buttons were 
pulled ont and put in Schedule N except metaJ buttons, arul 
this was prepared especially by an expert of the Treasury De
pa1~tment to cover all metal buttons, and there is no question 
about it. 

.Mr. CALDER. Those who haYe given the subject some 
th<>ught have considered that the nickel bar buttons might be 
considered in Schedule N, to which the gentleman referred~ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Tbe gentleman need not have any doubt, 
because all trousers buttons and metal buttons not specially 
provided for, which means all other metal buttons, are covered 
by this paragraph. 

Mr. MANN. That would depend on whether it would be con
sidered they were provided for under the sundries amend
ment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There are none provided for under the 
sundries ~ndrnent. My friend from Dlino1 eTidently has 
not read this paragraph or he would not ask that question. 

Mr . . MANN. I have read the paragrnph; eertainly. 
:Mr. UNDERWOOD. It says: " Steel trousers buttons and 

metal buttons not specially provided for." That covers all th~ 
buttons that you could, make. 

Mr. MANN~ It does if they are not specially provided for 
elsewhere. 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. Chairm~ my amendment makes the 
whole thing clear, so that you do not leave open in futm·e the 
questicm for the determination of any board of appraisers or 
any customs court. There is no question about it if my amend
ment is adopted. Otherwise there may be. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not think so. If the gentl€man's 
amendment prevailed it might cloud some other provisions as to 
metal buttons that are now clear. 

Mr. CALDER. In the Payne Act all these buttons were in 
the same classification. 

The CHAffiMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. CALDER]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was. rejected. 
Mr. KREIDER. Mr. Chairman~ I offe1· an amendment .. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 

KREIDER] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 41, line 1, a.fter the word " eyes," insert the words "othe.r than 

those used in the manufacture of boots and shoes." 
Mr. KREIDER. Mr. Chairman, in offering this amendment, 

I take the position that in view of the fact that the committee 
that wrote this tariff bill has been kind enough to the shoe
manufacturing industry of this country to simply put the prod
uct of the shoe manufactmers on the free list and not attach 
any penalties to it [laughter on the Republican side], they 
would perhaps give sufficient consideration to that industry to 
allow the shoe manufacturers to receive without a duty the 
hooks and eyes which they use in the manufacture of shoes, 
which now must be sold in free and open competition With the 
rest of the world if this bill beconies a law. -

I have been thinking that possibly the gentlemen who pre
pared this bill would be considerate enough to allow the shoe 
manufacturers to use these hooks and eyelets without being 
obliged to pay a duty on the same. The position assumed by 
tpe Committee on Ways and Means, as explained on this floor 
by the distinguished chairman of the committee, if I understand 
it correctly, is that. the tariff duties in the future shall be levied 
in such a manner as to put all lines of manufacture on a com
petitive basis. 

I have been trying to point out that this cure-all in tariff 
legislation is not a proper cure. It will put a premium upon 
dishonesty and upon the lack of thrift and the lack of econom
ical manufacture, and will impose a penalty upon thrift, econ
omy, and honesty. By that I meqn to say this, lllilking jnst 
this one illustration: During the debates to-day and yesterday . 
you heard repeatedly that the duties on various articles have 
been placed at the point where they now appear because the 
importation of those articles has been either extensive or, per
haps, not extensive; and duties as high as 55 and 60 per cent 
have been imposed upon articles in which the labor cost is not 
over 75 per cent of .the cost of the articles themselves~ 

In the shoe industry of the United States the klb.or cost on 
the average price of shoes manufactured is 25 per cent of the 
wholesale· cost. There appeared before the Committee on Ways 
and Means a committee of shoe manufacturers, wha pleaded 
with the committee earnestly, and put the proposition up to 
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them, and told them that this industry will suffer, and suffer 
severely, if the little duty of 10 per cent that was retained by 
the Payne bill is now removed. 

It is . useless to go into these details. I can not begin to think 
of doing it in the five minutes allotted to me. But permit me 
to say, Mr. Ohairman, that the injustice of this thing lies in 
the fact that the shoe manufacturers of this country have been 
in open and free competition with each other, there being over 
1,300 American shoe manufacturers in existence. They have 
been in such fierce -and open competition that it has been 
necessary to practice the greatest economies possible in the 
minutest details of manufacture, and the manufacturers have 
succeeded in giving to the country and the people of the United 
States such a line of goods that, notwithstanding the fact 
thfl t a duty of only 10 per cent was kept on the statute books, it 
has been impossible for foreign manufacturers to come in and 
compete. (Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto be closed 
at the end of .5 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that all debate on this paragraph and all 
amendments thereto close in 5 minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
l\fr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, the remarks to which we have 

just listened from my distinguished friend, the Member from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KBEIDER], furnish a striking ipustration of 
what has been going on in this country with respect to ta.riff 
legislation under the Republican regime for many years. My 
friend comes here, and in the Congress of the United States, 
though sent here to represent 2.00,000 people in the great State 
of Pennsylvania, he makes a plea to you to put money into his 
own pocket; for the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is not alone a boot and shoe manufacturer, but if I am not 
mistaken is the president or ex-president of the American Boot 
and Shoe .Manufacturers' Association. Now, I ascribe to him no 
improper motive, but it does seem to me that it is a striking 
illustration of the habit of thought which has got into the minds 
of American manufacturers, that they can and should come here 
and plead with American Representatives that taxes be laid 
upon the American people in order to add profit to the special 
interests which they represent. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] The gentleman speaks of this small item of hooks and 
eyes. I am not a shoe manufacturer, and I do not know what 
proportion exactly hooks and eyes bear--

1\fr. KREIDER. There are 30 items which go into the manu
facture of shoes which are not on the free list. 

Mr. PALl\IER. I do not know what proportion of the value 
of a shoe the hooks and eyes amount to, but I am certain it is 
o.n infinitesimally small part of the value of the shoe. The gen
tleman's amendment would simply throw these hooks and eyes 
into the basket clause and increase the rate. But, passing that 
by, I will say to him that we did reduce this duty from 45 per 
cent under the present law to 15 per cent on these articles, so 
that, though we do have boots and shoes upon the free list, the 
great boot and shoe industry is not going to suffer very much 
bv reason of the fact that it must pay simply 1'5 per cent upon 
hooks and eyes, an industry which is able to produce in this 
country nearly $600,000,000 worth of product and export more of 
its product than any country on the face of the earth exports 
into foreign markets. 

l\1r. KREIDER. I beg to differ. The gentleman is misin
formed. 

l\Ir. PALMER. Perhaps the gentleman misunderstood me. 
What I say is that the American boot and shoe manufacturer 
exports more than any other country in the world exports. 

l\Ir. KREIDER. The gentleman is misinformed. 
Mr. p ALMER. Oh ! but it is absolutely true. And the boot 

and shoe manufacturers who came before the Ways and Means 
Committee confirmed that statement. The gentleman knows 
Mr. McElwin, I think, the head of the biggest boot and shoe 
manufacturing establishment in the country, and he showed that 
we exported, I think it was, $17,000,000 worth of boots and 
shoes, against a little less than that amount exported by Great 
Britain, so that here is a great industry which faces a foreign 
competition of less than $200,000, with a production of nearly 
$600,000,000, sending its shoes all over the world, underselling 
the foreign manufacturer at the very door of his own factory, 
asking us to remit the duty of 15 per cent on hooks and eyes. 

Mr. KREIDER. Will the gentleman allow me to reply? 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Penn

sylvania has expired. All time has expired. 
Mr. ll~ORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 

be heard on this question. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not care to go into the question of 
boots and shoes at this time. We will reach them later. I pre
fer not to debate this bill all over it. 

Mr. MA.l'l.TN. I move to strike out the last two words. 
Mr. Ul\"TIERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that debate 

on this paragraph has already been closed by unanimous con
sent. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the committee debate upon 
this paragraph and all amendments thereto is closed. The ques
tion is on the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. KREIDER] . -

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. KENNEDY of Connecticut. l\Ir. Chairman, I offer an 

amendment. 
The OHAIR.MAN. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 

KENNEDY] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 41. line 5, after the word " thereof,'' strike out " 15 " and insert 

in lieu thereof " 25." 

The OHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Connecticut. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
154. Lead-bearing ores of all kinds containing more than 3 per cent 

of lead, one-half cent per pound on the lead (!ontained therein: Provitled, 
That on all importations of lead-bearing ores the duties shall be esti
mated at the port of entry, and a bond given in double the amount of 
such estimated duties for the transportation of the ores by common 
c11rriers bonded for tho transportation of appraised or unapprn.ised mer
chandise to properly equipped sampling or smelting establishments, 
whether designated as bonded warehouses or otherwise. On the arrival 
of the ores at such establishments they shall be sampled according to 
commercial methods under the supervision of Government officers. who 
shall be stationed at such establishments, and who shall submit the 
samples thus obtained to a Government assayer, designated, by the Sec
retary of the Treasury, who shall make a proper assay of the sample 
and report the r~sult to the proper cqstoms omcers. and the import 
entries shall be liquidated thereon, except In case of ores that shall be 
'l'emoved to a bonded warehouse to be refined for exportation as prn
vided by law. And the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to make 
all necessary regulations to en.force the provisions of this paragraph. 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol
lowing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amend, line 8, page 41, by inserting, after the word " lead,'' the 

words "one and." 

[l\ir. MORGAN of Oklahoma addressed the committee. See 
Appendix.] 

l\lr. DAVENPORT. Mr. Chairman, in reply to what was said 
by my colleague in reference to the glass factories, I want to 
inform him that the glass factories went out of business in Okla· 
homa immediately after the adoption of the Payne-Aldrich bill, 
and the price of lead in the county went down as low as it has 
been for years. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

l\fr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. l\Ir. Chairman, will the g~ntle
man yield? 

l\Ir. DAVENPORT. Yes. 
Mr. l\IcGUIRE of Oklahoma. The largest glass factory in 

Oklahoma is located. in Ponca, and that was located there after 
the enactment of the Payne law. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] 

Mr. DAVENPORT. .Mr. Chairman, I did not undertake to 
answer for the district of my Republican colleague [Mr. Mc
GurnE], but I was speaking of mine, as the gentleman from 
Oklahoma [Mr. MORGAN] has referred to it. The Ponca Oity 
one is not making very great progress at present, as my col
league will admit, and the lead mines in Oklahoma do not need 
any protection greater now than they have had for years, and 
they are not clamoring in my district for that protection. 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a few 
words in support of the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Oklahoma [Mr. MORGAN]. 

We have in northern Idaho about 12,000 people dependent di
rectly or indirectly on the operation of our lead mines, which 
produce over 80 per cent of the supply of the United States. 
Nearly $5,000,000 yearly goes to the railroads for freights in 
transporting the products of the mines and the mills, and mer
chandise needed by the communities which are sustained by this 
industry. In addition, the wages ·of the miners, supplies, rents, 
and so forth, amount to nearly $10,000,000 per year. This in
dustry has been built up under a protectiye tariff of H per cent 
on lead ore. In addition to the mines in operation, there are a 
great many prospective mines which are being developed at 
great expense and this development will be nb:lll(~oned in many 
instances if lead miners are compelled to enter the market in 
competition wjth Mexican ores. The latest statistics compiled 
by the census report shows that out of 2,185 mines re11orted, 
only 154 were producing mines. The total capital invested was 
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$72,738,889, 44 per cent of which was invested in prospective 
mines, all of which would be a total loss if the lead producers 
are not to have the benefit of existing protective laws. I can 
not understand how any man who loves his country and who is 
interested in the happiness and welfare of his neighbors could 
support a measure which would place them on a par with t.he 
cheap labor of Mexico, who receive one-fourth of the wages re
ceived by the miners in Idaho. 

Note the comparison between the wages paid in Idaho and 
Mexico: 

Miners .....................•...•••••.••••...•.... 
Muckers ................•......•.••••••.•........ 
Laborers ....••.. ·-•...••..••.•.••••• ·- •••••••••.. 
Tiin bermen ...•••....••............•.••..... ~ ... 

~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Shift bosses .•..•...•. ••.••••••.•••••••••• ••••••• • 
Track and pipe men .....•......•...•...•.. ·-···· 
Blacksmiths. ............••••.•..••..•••••••••... 
Blacksmith' s helpers ...•......•.........•.•..... 
Machinists .••...•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.• 
Yill:nien ....•..•••.•..••.•...•... - .•.• ·- .......•. 

~!;~~~ark::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Coeur d'Alene, 
Idaho. 

$3. 50 to $4. 50 
3.00to 3.50 
3.00 to 3.50 
B.50to 4.00 

4. ()() 
,.50 to 5.00 
5. ()() t.o 6. 00 
3. 50 t.o 4. 00 
'-OOto 5.00 
3.50 to 4.00 
(.50to 5.00 
3.50 to 4.00 

3.60 
8hours. 

Mexico. 

ro. 75 
.50 
.50 

;75 to$LOO 
LOO 
1.00 

··············i:oo 
1. 00tol.25 

. 75 
1.00 

.65 

.80 
10 to 12 hours. 

Who would be benefited by the proposed reduction of the 
duty and tbe suspension of the lead-mining industry in the 
United States? Why should we send our money out of the 
country for those things that are now being produced by our
selves? [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The OHAIR.MAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Oklahoma. 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that all debate on this paragraph close in 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 1 
There was no objection. 
Mr. 1'IANN. Mr. Chairman, a few moments ago the gentle- • 

,man from Pennsylvania [Mr. KREIDER], on this side of the 
House, offered an amendment relating to hooks and eyes used in 
boots and shoes, and made an observation concerning boots and 
shoes being on the free list. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. PALMER], who prepared this schedule, and who is in charge 
of it, endeavoring to reflect upon his colleague from Pennsyl
vania, stated that he was surprised that a gentleman on the 
fioor of the House would make a proposition to the House which 
might affect his own pocket or his own business, and that it was 
improper, or words to that effect, for the president or ex-presi
dent of the United States Shoe Manufacturers' Association to 
propose an amendment upon the :floor of the House affecting the 
shoe business. 

Mr. Chairman, I suppose next we will be told that gentlemen 
in this House who own farms or who are interested in agricul
ture have no right to propose amendments or to vote upon propo
sitions affecting the tariff UPon agricultural products; but think 
of a speech of that sort coming from one of the older Members 
of this House, when the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- . 
woon] who introduced the bill affecting the tariff upon iron and 
steel products is himself an iron and steel manufacturer ! 

Think of a gentleman making that observation relating 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KREIDER], saying that 
1t was improper for him to propose an amendment affecting the 
tariff upon boots and shoes when he was the president of the 
Shoe Manufacturers' Association, when the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania himself secured iron ore free, the principal user 
of which is located in his district l [Applause on the Repub
lican side.] 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, and the gentleman might have 
added that they were also making 20 per cent profit on the 
investment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry that the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] has brought me personally 
into this question. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I will say .to the gentleman, if he 
will permit me, that I did not do it with any reflection upon 
the gentleman from Alabama. The gentleman from Alabama 
does not need to defend himself upon the floor of this House, 
so far as this tariff bill concerns his own business, and no 
one has ever charged him with attempting to use his official 
position to improperly advantage himself in his private business. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman 
for what he says, but the only business in which I am interested 
is the pig-iron business and the iron and steel business in my 
own district. There is not an item in it that has not been 

reduced in this bill. So far as the Birmingham district is 
concerned, its great iron supply has been put upon the free 
list, for the benefit of the country generally. 

The coal that it produces has gone to the free list. The great
est manufacturing plant in the district is a steel-rail mill, and 
rails have gone to the free list, because that industry is con
trolled by a monopoly. The next greatest plant in the district 
is a wire plant, and a part of their product has gone to e free 
list. I do not mean to say that I would have advocated putting 
these articles on the free list if I thought that they ought to 
bear a revenue tax. The item in this bill that I am more in
terested in than any other is pig iron, and although the gentle
man from New York {Mr. PAYNE] cut the rate on pig iron from 
$4 to $2.50 in his bill, in this bill we cut the rate from $2.50 
specific to 8 per cent ad valorem. which, at $15 pig iron, would 
me.an $1.20 a to~ or a cut of 50 per cent. If I could not rep
resent my constituency and at the same time represent the 
people of the United States without involving myself in a ques
tion of feeling I had to be a specla.l pleader for interests that 
happen to be located in my district, I would be unworthy to 
occupy the position I hold in this House and unworthy to bear 
a commission from the great Democratic Party of this country. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] I have no criticism of a 
gentleman who comes here to represent the interests of his con
stituency. I have no criticism of the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania who desired to lower a duty on a product that he buys 
and at the same time contends for a raise of a duty on the 
product that he sells. I do not question the gentleman's motive 
in the case, but I contend this-that when Representatives. of 
the American people stand in this House and exercise the power 
to tax the people of this country and lay on their backs burdens 
of taxation, at least it is not becoming for gentlemen to display 
a selfish interest in these matters.. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

The time has passed when the laws of this country shall 
longer be written for special interests {applause on the Dem<>
cratic side] ; when men may come to this Congress and ask 
for legislation that shall convert the dollar from the pockets of 
the American people into their own pockets that they may grow 
rich as the result of that legislation. [Applause on the Demo
cratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question is on the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Oklahoma [Mr. MoRGAN]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
152. Tinsel wire, lame or lahn, made wholly or in chief value of gold, 

silver, or other metal, 10 per cent ad valorem; bullions and metal 
threads, made wholly or ln chief value of tinsel wire, lame or lahn, 3-0 
per cent ad valorem ; fabrics, ribbons, beltings, toys, or other articles, 
made wholly or in chief value of tinsel wire, lame or lahn, bullions, or 
metal threads, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend
ment, which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The OHAIR.MAN. The Clerk will report the nmendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

"Amend, page 42, line 7, by inserting. after the word "remanufae
tured," the words "all the foregoing, 2i cents per pound.0 Also, 
amend line 9 by striking out the words "25 per cent ad valorem" and 
inserting in lieu thereof the words "28 cents per pound." 

l\Ir. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I have already spoken gen
erally upon this subject, and I merely want at this time to 
make one or two observations that it seems to me are perti
nent to consider when we are considering the question of re
ducing the duty upon lead imported into this country. I think 
that the Coeur d'Alene region of Idaho may be take-n as a 
very fine example of a region wllere the laborers are benefited 
by a protective duty. That is a region of country in which 
almost all the laborers employed are American citizens. In 
fact, under the laws of Idaho no eorporation may employ 
laborers who have not at least taken out their first papers as 
the first step looking to their naturalization. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] The average wages paid to laborers of 
the Coeur d'Alene is $3.60 per man, and I would compare that 
with the average wages paid to the laborers in the mines of 
the Republic to the south of us, where the average is 80 cents 
per man. The miners in the Coeux d'Alene receive from $3.50 
to $4.50 per day for their labor, while the miners In the mines 
of Mexico receive 75 cents per day. The muckers receive in 
the Coeur d'Alene from $3 to $8.50 for their labor, and the 
muckers in Mexico receive 50 cents per day. The bl-acksmiths 
employed in connection with mine work receive from $4 to $.'5 
per dny in Idaho, a.s compared with $1 to $1.25 per day in 
Mexico. And so you can go down the list, and you may oom
pare the wages received by the vari-ous classes of workmen in 
the mines of the region that produces nearly one-third of the 
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lead of the United States and almost 10 per cent of the lead 
of the world, and you will find that the wages received on the 
average are more than 400 per cent of the wages received by 
the laborers in similar mines in the country immediately adja. 
cent to the United States. More than that, let me say this: 

'l'he lead produced from the mines in the Coeur d'Alene region 
would not pay the running expenses and the freight to convey 
the le~ to the markets of the world if it were not for the by
product of silver that is produced in connection with operating 
the mines of that region. The very fact that we are able to 
produce silver alongside of the lead enables our miners to work 
these mines and operate the same at a profit and pay good 
wages to the laborers in this country. If you were to insist 
upon reducing the schedule of duties upon lead imported from 
foreign countries into the United States anywhere near the 
ratio suggested by the bill you are considering at this time, it 
will mean that our miners will be compelled to accept lower 
wages than they are receiving at the present time or else the 
mines will cease to be operated. 

Possibly both of these results will in part obtain, and I have 
no doubt but that so far as development work is considered in 
that region and other regions of the great West it will in large 
part cease or be retarded, because it will not seem to be a 
profitable business in which to engage. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Idaho [Mr. FRENCH]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
156. Metalli~ mineral substances in a crude state, and metals un

wrought whether capable of being wrought or not, not specially pro
vided for in this section, 10 per cent ad valorem; monazite sand and 
thorlte ; thorium, oxide of and salts of; gas mantles treated with 
chemicals or metallic oxidis, 25 per cent ad valorem; and gas-mantle 
scrap consisting in chief va ue of metallic oxides, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I off~r an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAl~. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 

an amendment which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 42, line 14, after the word "gas," insert the words "kerosene or 

alcohol." 

The CHAIR.MAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
l\fr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I · move to strike out the last 

word. I desire to call the attention of the House to a com
munication relating to mantles, and so forth, carried in this 
bill, as follows: 

JAMES R. MANN, M. c., 
Washington, D. 0. 

Lems.A.Y LIGHT Co., 
Ohicago, January 81, 191~. 

• HoNORAELE Sm: We respectfully urge that no chang~ be made In 
the import duty under paragraph 183 •. Schedule C,. tariff law 1909 
which ha:? particular reference to monaz1te sand, thorrnm, incandescent 
gas mantles, and gas-mantle scrap. 

To support this request we submit the following facts: That there 
are no agreements of any kind pertainin"' to the sale of incandescent 
gas mantles; they are sold in open competition and without regulation 
of price. . • 
- Ninety-five per cent of the materials used in manufacturrng gas 
mantles ls dutiable under act of 1909 with 40 per cent and over, and 
the remaining 5 per cent is dutiable at 25 per cent. 

All materials used in the manufacture of gas mantles cost us 30 
per cent to 85 per cent more than the German manufacturer. 

Our average wage rate is from .$1.10 to $1.75 per day, and in .so11;1e 
branches of the work more, agamst an average wage rate paid m 
Germany of 50 cents to 62~ cents per day. . 

we know that the German manufacturer bas an advantage m lower 
cost of labor and material, conservatively estimated at from $18 to $22 
per thousand mantles. 

Mantles of foreign manufacture are offered at extremely low prices, 
varying from $25 to $50 per thousand; present rate of duty adds 
$10 to $20 per thousand, and in reality the difference in cost is $18 
to $22 per thousand. · 

We manufactured last year 8,600,000 mantles. We have no bonded 
indebtedness. We have no watered stock and conduct our enterprise 
in the most economical manner possible consistent with good manufac
turin"' 

Our· net profits for last year on gas mantles were $32,473, which 
figures $3.77 per 1 000, or a trifle more than one-third of I\. cent per 
mantle profit, which would be totally. eliminated if any reduction in 
duty takes place. 

Any reduction in the duty ls not going to benefit the American coq
sumer !or the reason the consumer's prices on gas mantles are 10 

. cents,'15 cents, and 25 cents, which at these figures will give the dealer 
profit varying from 40 per cent to 100 per cent. The dealer does not 
give the benefit possible to the consumer, and even lf the public did get 
the benefit of this saving it would only be about $300,000 for the entir~ 
United States, and for -this the American industry, paying $1,800,000 
for labor, would be placed in a serious jeopardy. 

We doubt very much if the proposed reduction on thorium will beneflt 
the American manufacturer, for the reason that this particular item ls 
controlled in Europe by a syndicate who would immedlately take advan
tage of the new condition by raising thelr prices, and thia then would 
go to Europe in place of the American manufacturer as reduced cost. 
· We sincerely hope that you wUI do everything possible to assist us. 
We are in favor of leaving the taritr as it now stands on gas mantles. 

It It ls consistent with this to procure a reduction on thorium, we 
would welcome it. 

Your attention is respectfully called to printed petition presented to 
the members of the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Very truly, yours, 

The Clerk read as follows : 

LINDSAY LIGHT Co., 
J.M. SHEBBURNE, 

Secretary. 

158. Pens, metallic, 8 cents per gross ; with nib and barrel in one 
piece, 12 cents per gross. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I moye to strike out the 
last word. This afternoon I endeavored to point out some of 
the paragraphs in which the duties had been increased in the 
present bill over the Underwood bill of the last Congress. 
Gentlemen complained because I pointed out only the increases. 
I now desire to point out one of the decreases in this bill. 
Under the Payne law metallic pens, with nib and barrel in one 
piece, were dutiable at 15 cents per gross. Under the Under
wood bill of the last Congress they were made dutiable at 25 
per cent ad valorem, a duty equivalent to 47 cents per gross, 
or 200 per cent more than the duty of the Payne law. I con
gratulate the gentlemen of the Ways and Means Committee on 
having discovered this error and having reduced this duty to 12 
cents per gross. However, I rose to direct the attention of the 
committee to another matter. The present law, paragraph 186, 
reads as follows : 

Pens, metallic, except gold pens, 12 cents per gross. 
The language "except gold pens" is stricken out in the 

present law. In paragraph 187 there is a proviso which reads 
as follows: 

Provided, That pens and penholders shall be assessed for duty sepa
rately. 

That has been stricken out of the bill, so that gold pens, it 
the laws remains in its present form, will be dutiable under 
paragraph 158 at the rate of 12 cents per gross, a duty very 
much lower than that contained in the present law. 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. Has the gentleman read paragraph 159? 
Mr. ANDERSON. I have read paragraph 159. 
l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman. is talking about gold 

p~. is he not? 
Mr. ANDERSON. Yes. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Paragraph 159 reads: 
Penholder tips, penholders and parts thereof, gold pens, fountain 

pens, and stenographic pens. 
Mr. ANDERSON. That paragraph applies only to pens and 

penholders attached, and unless the ambiguity is corrected gold 
pens without holders attached will be dutiable under the other 
paragraph. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman will have to learn some 
constructions from the new customs court, I guess. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
162. Type metal, on the lead contained therein, and new types, 15 

per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. PALMER. l\Ir. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN (l\Ir. BYRNS of Tennessee). The gentleman 

from Pennsylvania offers an amendment, which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 43, line 13, strike out the words "on the lead contained 

therein." 

The OHAIRl\IA.N. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PALMER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I also offer the following 

amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 

an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
· The Clerk read as follows : 

Page 43, line 13, strike out the word "new." 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to put in the 

RECORD that that paragraph, 640 of the free list, provides for 
type fit only to be remanufactured, so that the word " new " is 
stricken out here because it is practically covered by the two 
clauses thus together . 

Mr. MANN. Should it not also provide: 
Not otherwise provided for in this section. 

Mr. PALMER. I th1nk not. The Treasury experts say not. 
Types to be remanufactured are to come in free. . 

Mr. MANN. It is proposed to strike out the word "new " 
and make it "type." . 

Mr. PALMER. To make it " type," so that all type comes in 
at this rate with the exception, of course, that the free list 
provides for old type, fit only to be remanufactured. 



1913. ,_CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 857 
Mr. MANN. But there would be a plain conflict then, be: 

cause this would include the other. 
1\Ir. PALMER. The other is "old type, fit only to- be re

manufactured." 
Mr. :MANN. But if you strike out "new" here, this wrrnld 

carry all type at 15 per cent ad valorem. 
l\lr. PALMER. Provided it were fit only to be remanufac

tured. 
1\fr. MANN. There is no "provided" about it. The ques

tion is whether, unless you insert something else, that would 
not conflict with this. 

Mr. PALMER. I offered that amendment at the suggestion 
of the Treasury Department, which, in the interest of the cJear 
interpretation of the language in accordance with the intent, 
said that that word " new " ought to come out. 

Mr. l\1ANN. I agree with that part of it; but I think it 
would be a little safer to put the other language in, which 
could not harm anything. 

Mr. PALMER. It may be so. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agTeeing to the 

amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PALMER] . 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
164. Zinc-bearing ores of all kinds, including calamine, 10 per cent 

ad valorem. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. l\Ir . . Chairman, I offer an amendment, 

which I send to the Clerk's desk. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of

fered by the gentleman from Kansas [l\1r. CAMPBELL]. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 44, lines 18 and 19, strike out the paragraph and insert the 

follo wing in lieu thereof : 
164. Zinc-bearing ore of all kinds, including calamine, contaio+ng 

less tllan 10 per cent of zinc, shall be admitted free of duty; contaimng 
10 per cent or more of zinc and less than 20 per cent, ! of 1 cent per 
pound on the zinc contained therein ; containing 20 per cent or more 
of zinc and less than 25 per cent, ~ of 1 cent per pound on the zinc 
contained therein; containing 25 per cent of zinc, or more, 1 cent per 
pound on the zinc contained therein: Prov-ided, That on all importa
tions of zinc-bearing ores the duties shall be estimated at the port 
of entry, and a bond giv~n in double the amount of sucJ?. estimated 
duties for the transportation of the ores by common earners bonded 
for the transportation of appraised or unap~raised merchandise to 
properly equipped sampling or smelting establlshments, whether des
ignated as bonded warehouses or otherwise. On the ari:Ival of the 
ores at such establishments they shall be sampled accordmg to com
mercial methods under the supervision of Government offi.ce:rs, who 
shall be stationed at such establishments, and who shall submit the 
samples thus obtained to a Government assayer, designated by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, who shall make a proper assay of the sam
ple and report the result to the proper customs officers, and the 
import entries shall be liquidated thereon, except in case of ores tJ:iat 
shall be removed to a bonded warehouse to be refined for exportation 
as provided by law. And the Secretary of the Treasury_ l_s authorized 
to make all necessary regulations to enforce the provisions of this 
paragraph. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the debate on this paragraph close in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. '.rhe gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER
WOOD] asks unanimous consent that the debate on this para
graph close in five minutes. 

Mr. AUSTIN. l\fr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, 
this is an industry in my district, and I would like to have five 
minutes. 

Mr. MANN. There are two other gentlemen who desire time. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say 15 minutes, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. DECKER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have five min-

utes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 

DECKER] states that he desires five minutes. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will make it 20 

minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- · 

wooD] modifies his request and asks unanimous consent that 
the debate on this paragraph close in 20 minutes. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL] is 
recognized. -

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment for 
the purpose of continuing the zinc ore mining industry in the 
United States, and especially in my own district. 

It is proposed to reduce the -ad valorem rate from an average 
of 50 per cent to 10 per cent. 

With apologies to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PALMER], I state that I own no stock in any ore mines any
where. But I am· interested in those men who are employed 
in that industry in my district. The industry is carried on by 
individuals . . Men group themselves together, put their capital 
together, and go down into the earth to get the ore. The ore 
production in that section of country is not under the control of 

. 

any great combinations of capital, but is carried on by indi
vidual efforts, and the men employed by these men are depend
ent upon that industry for their livelihood and for their 
prosperity. 

I have seen those men lose their employment as the result of 
competition with old Mexico in the production of zinc ore under 
free trade. I have seen the same men find employment again 
as the result of the protection given to the zinc-ore industry in 
1909 by the present law. The men were out of employment as 
the result of competition with Mexican miners, who get from 
one-fifth to one-ninth of the wa.ge that is paid to the laborers in 
Kansas. The reason the laborers in Kansas were out of em
ployment in the zinc-mining industry was because they could 
not live upon the same wage that the. men in l\Iexico were get
ting who were supplying the smelters in my district with 
zinc ore. -

I urged a duty then to protect them from that competition. 
I am urging now a duty high enough to protect the laborers em
ployed in that industry, to the end that they may have an 
opportunity of supplying their families with the necessities of 
life and the opportunity of living in the manner in which they 
have been accustomed to live. That is all that is asked. They 
can not do that if Mexican peons mine the ore that supplies the 
smelters of the United States. In 1910 and 1912-I have not 
the figures for 1911-there were imported 41,750,564 pounds of 
zinc ore, for which the United States paid $747,554. There was 
imported free of duty $354,442, making a total of $1,097,996 of 
American money that was paid for Mexican ore, money that 
should have been paid to American laborers in our own country 
at a wage of from five to nine times as high as that which is 
paid to the laborers in old Mexico for mining ore. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

Gentlemen upon this floor represent districts the people of 
which are mightily interested in this section. I am wondering 
what they will do. I am wondering how they will vote upon 
this amendment. I trust that they will vote to continue employ
ment for the thousands of laborers in their districts and for the 
prosperity of the communities in which they °live. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last 
word. We have discovered in four or five of the counties of 
eastern Tennessee a very valuable zinc ore, and during the last 
six months more than one-half million dollars have been in
vested in purchasing these zinc lands, building houses, and so 
forth. A very large and expensive plant is now in course of 
construction in Knox County, and the contractors are building 
150 houses for the operatives of that plant alone. 

Since the passage of the Payne-Aldrich bill Boston or eastern 
capital has been developing the zinc business in Jefferson 
County. If this duty written in the Underwood bill becomes a 
law, that promising industry in eastern Tennessee will be at an 
end or a suspension of operations until the Republican Party 
comes back into power four years from now and writes pro. 
tection for the zinc industry of America. 

Not only is Tennessee interested in zinc ore, but Arkansas, 
Missouri, Kansas, and Oklahoma are interested in it, and the 
Democratic l\fember [Mr. DECKER] who represents the Joplin 
(Mo.) district will, I have no doubt, bear testimony to the fact 
that thousands of dollars are invested in the zinc industry in 
his district, and more than 50,000 people-rn that State are af
fected directly and indirectly by the growth and prosperity of 
that industry. 

Now, gentlemen, why did you cut this duty to this small 
amount? Did you do it in the interest of Missouri zinc, Ten
nessee zinc, Kansas zinc, Oklahoma zinc, or Arkansas zinc? Be 
honest and tell us if you did not do it in the interest of the 
New Jer ey Zinc Co., which, I understand, has large holdings 
·of zinc lands in Mexico, and its smelter is located on or near 
tidewater in New Jersey? 

I know the Ways and Means Committee, on page 7 of its re
port, attempts to justify its course in putting coal, iron ore, and 
bauxite on the free list, and zinc, lead, gypsum, and barytes 
practically on the free list, under this paragraph of said report: 

REDUCTION OF RESOURCES. 

That the speedy exhaustion of many natural resources is to be 
feared unless access to a fresh supply ls gained no one who considers 
the subject from an unbiased standpoint can doubt. This is noticeably 
true in the case of such articles as timber, ores, minerals, and other 
substances whose supply can not be increased, and whose exhaustion 
1s merely a question of the rate at which they are taken from thek 
original sources. . 

Now, listen to this declaration in the Democratic national 
platform of 1912: 

OUR MINERAL RESOURCES. 

We rejoice in the inheritance · o! mineral resources unequaled in ex
tent, variety, or value, an~ in the development of the mining industry, 
unequaled in its magnitude and importance. 

• "· 
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If that plank in the Democr:itic national platform about our apologize to any man~Republican or Democrat-who may differ 
resources being unlimited is true, why do you propose to go from me on that proposition. But the great Democratic Party 
to Mexico for our lead and zinc, to France for our bauxite, to which I belong and in whose principles I believe, has beer{ 
Nova Scotia for our coal, and Cuba, Sweden, and Spain f01: commissioned by the people of this country to revise the tariff . 
our iron ore? and revise it downward, and I also believe that two-thirds of 

Oh, you can depress and injure this southern and western the Republicans and Progressives believe in a downward re
industry. You can do it in the interest of .American smelters vision of the tariff. This bill we are about to pass will affect 
which own ('heap ore lands in foreign countries. You may talk directly or indirectly over ninety millions of people. If all 
here about the " ested and special interests"' of this country. ti;iose people could assemble here for the purpose of writing this 
and you may criticize the manufacturers of America, but you bill, there could not be found two out of the ninety millions who 
do not make a single complaint or criticism of the agents and would agree in every particular. If out of all the people of 
importers who are the representatives of every foreign manu- this country two men were given authority to make this bill, 
facturer fighting before your committee for a reduction of duty they could not agree in every particular. And whether this 
for the benefit of the " vested and special Interests" on forelgn bill were written by ninety millions of people directly or by two 
shores. people, it would have to be the result of concession and eom-

Why should not an .American manufacturer who puts his promise. The only practical way yet devised for the enactment 
capital into the development of our resources, to give employ- of such a law 1s for those representatives of the people who be
ment to our people, to furnish transportation to the railroads, lieve in the general principles of revision downward to meet 
and wages for the laboring people, appeal to the law-making together in a caucus, whic.h caucus, after giving a free fair and 
body of this country for a hearing on legislation which affects full discussion and vote upon different items, become's binding. 
his business and the interest of the men lie gives employment to . Gentlemen of the committ.ee, I participated in such a caucus 
at the highest known wages. The importers a.re given hearings. and that caucus after full, fair, and free discussion and yote 
The importers of the great city of New Yor~ seeking to flood upon different items has reduced the tariff tax which the miners 
the country wlth foreign goods at the expense of American mills of my district must pay upon the things which they consume; 
and factories, are heard and h~ed. Every line of the bill that caucus has reduced the tariff on hats and pants and socks 
sl.ows that it is written in the interests of the manufaeturers- and shoes, -0n furniture and on food and lumber, the things 
and wage earners ncross the sea. [.Applause on the Republican which the miners of my district consume, and it has alEo made 
side.] a reduction in the ta.riff tax gn zinc ore, the thing which these 

Mr. DECKER. Mr. Chairman, the greatest zinc-producing same miners produce . .And while I have not changed my views, 
country in the world comprises part of the congressional dis- and while I still beli€ve that this reduction in the tariff on 
trict which I have the honor to represent. In my district there zinc has been greater than is wise, yet I participated in this 
is also a large agricultural section made up of a 1oyal and caucus and I am going to abide by this eancus. .And when the 
intelligent and patriotic citizenship. For the honor which I miners of my district understand what I have done and why I 
have of occupying a seat in this body, I am indebted in a large have done it, as I will give them to understand, I belieTe they 
measm·e to men enga,ged in the mintng of zinc ore, and especially will approve my coUTse. · 
am I indebted to the men who do the actual work of mining I am going to vote for this bill, ·not only because it has the 
zinc ore. .About 14 years ago I went from law school to the indorsement of the great Ways and Means Committee, in which 
city of Joplin, and from that day to this my best personal, the country has confidence, not only because it has been in
professional, and political friends have been the brave men who dorsed by this Democratic caucus of which I speak, but also 
eTery morning wh~n the whistles blow go down into the ground because I believe as a whole it is a good bill and because, in 
with their lamps on their caps and their -picks in their hands spite of all the Republican prophecies of calamity and distress 
to dig for thelr daily bread. and in spite of temporary disturbances necessary to readjust-

.And if I should fail in doing what I think to be for their ments in business, I believe the patriotism ·of the people of this 
best interests I would be unworthy of their friendship and country is stronger than partisanship, and because I believe 
their confidence . . I told the farmers of my district at the that this bill after being pas~ed :and perhaps modified and im
schoolhouses, I told the merchants and the business men in proved by a Democratic Senate, a coordinate branch of this 
the ag1icultural towns, I told the miners at the mouths of Goverllment, and after being signed by a great Democratic 
tlle shafts, I told them in their homes, I told them in the halls President, will receive the ultimate .approval of a benefited 
where they assembled to hear me speak, that I was a Demo- people. [Loud awlause on the Democratic side.] 
cnt, that I did not belieYe it was the province of Government . The CHAIR..'1.AN. The question is on the amendment offered 
to tax one man to make ano.ther prosperous. I reminded them by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL]. 
also that it was the consumer who paid the tariff and that the The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
vast majority of consumers were made up of laboring men, CAMPBELL), there were--ayes 60, noes 98. 
that I believed in a tariff for revenne ·only; but I toJd them So the amendment was rejected. 
each and all that so long as the revenue to run this Government The Clerk read as follows: 
was raised by means of il tariff and so 1ong as the brave miners ' 165. Zinc in blocks, pigs, or sheets, and zinc dust; and old and worn
of my distriet paid a tariff tax to the Federal Government -on out zinc fit only to be remanufactured, 10 per cent ad valore.m. 
the hats on their heads, their underclothes, their coats, their Mr. OA.MPBELL. l\fr. Chairman, I offer the following 
pants, their socks, their shoes, the 1111Ilber with which they amendment, whieh I send to the desk and ask to bave read. 
built their homes, eheir furniture, and the food upon their The Clerk read as follows: 
tables, I would insist that the people of other parts of th.e Pnge 44, line 20, strike out the paragraph and insert fhe following 
United States should also pay a revenue tariff on the only thing in lieu thereof: · 

hich th min f distr . t d d. " 165~ Zin~ in blocks or pigs and zinc dnst, 1~ cents per pound ; in 
W e ers o my lC pro uce · sheets, lft cents per pound; in sheets, coated or plated with nickel or 

I did not promise them that in order to get what I thought other metal oi- solutions, 1f cents per pound; old and worn-out, fit 
was the pToper tariff on zinc ore I would join with and vote only to be remanufactured, 1 cent per pound" 
with men who believed in placing exorbitant and prohibitive Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, the Teduction made in the 
·:rnd unjust tariffs on commodities -produced in other parts of Underwood bill upon the products of the zinc smelter is greater 
this country. I told them plainly that I would not do so, but than the reduction made on almost any other industry. There 
that I would present their case from the Democratic standpoint is no labor employed anywhere in the country that works harder 
-0f fairness to all the people, and here and now I wish to say than the labor employed in the smelters. They get about four 
that I have kept my pledge. , times the wage that the zinc-smelter workers receive in any 

Since my election I have worked to carry out this pledge. In other country that competes with them in the production of 
the Underwood bill of two years ago zinc o.re was placed upon zinc prod-acts. They have not been able to compete with the 
the free list. Before the opening of the last session of the labor that is thus paid a less wage with the rates of duty that 
Six~y-second Congress, at .my own expense, I went to Birming- are provided even by the present law, for in the last three 
ham, Ala . ., to place my views before the chairman of the Ways years great quantities of zinc spelte.r and zinc sheets and 
nnd Means Oommittee. In season and out of season, publicly blocks have been imported into the United States, amounting in 
and privately, I have presented those views to the other mem- the aggregate to 31,508,276 pounds, for which the United Stutes 
bers of the Ways and rt!eans Committee and to ~the members paid $1,550,554. There was an ad valorem rate of 32.37 per 
of the Democratic caucus. The Ways and Means Committee cent on zinc spelter and blocks so imported, and th t rate of 
have agreed in part to my views-I do not mean entirely on duty was paid upon the importation of over 31,000,000 pounds 
account of my arguments-and have placed n revenue duty ·of zinc products for which the United States puid over a 
of 10 per cent ad valorem on zinc oTe. This was only part of million and a half dollars. The reduction is from ·32,37 pel,' 
what I asked. I belieYe I was right when I advocated a -cent to 10. That will encourage a -vastly larger importation ·Of 
higher duty, and I have not changed my views. And I do not zinc products than we have had heretofore. Zinc !()re can be 



1913. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 859 

mined in old l\!exico, as I stated a moment ago, for from one
fifth to one-ninth of what it can be mined here, taken to 
Belgium, smelted there, and sent back to Pittsburgh, Pa., the 
State represented by th~ gentleman who prepared this schedule, 
at a less f1·eight rate than zinc spelter can be taken from my 
district to Pittsburgh, Pa., and I will state here that the State 
of Pennsyh-ania, that has large steel industries, consumes 95 
per cent of the zinc spelter produced in the United States. 

I ha·rn sometimes wondered if these great reductions in zinc 
in all its grades from the zinc ore to the product of zinc ore 
has been made for the purpose of giving a compensation to the 
steel industry for the reductions that have been made in the 
products of that industry in the United States. 

Is this a sort of sop to the steel industry? While you take off 
duties on products of the steel industry you give practically free 
trade in one of their raw materials. Was that the purpose of 
reducing the duty on zinc speltcr? Will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania answer? Why was the reduction made? The 
people who are interested in the manufacture of zinc spelter 
have large investments in the industry. T'he industry will be 
destroyed, and the factories will undoubtedly close when their 
product comes in competition with the importations that will 
come from other countries under the advantages given to im
ports by this bill. The hundreds of men employed in these in
dutrles and their families will suffer. The gentleman from 
Missouri [l\Ir. DECKER], who spoke in apology for the vote 
~hich he intends to cast against the welfare of the people of his 
district, gave a thi<ust at some of the laborers whom he says are 
employed in my district. He stated there were coal miners 
there who were there under contract. I challenge him or any 
other man to designate a single coal miner who is employed in 
my district under improper contract. He stepped out of his 
way to make a gratuitous charge against the coal miners in my 
district be can not sustain. The men of whom he so sneeringly 
speaks are honest and industrious and are engaged in hazard
ous employment in which they contribute a large share to the 
common welfare. Democrats pose as the friends of laboring 
men, but that friendship is not shown in this bill or by what 
is said by Democrats in defense of it. [Applause on the Re~ 
publican side.) 

l\Ir. :MANN. Mr. Chairman, my distinguished young friend 
from Missouri tMr. DECKER] who made a very eloquent speech 
a moment ago, in a way congratulated himself, and I think pas
sibly is entitled to congratulation, that he had gotten the Ways 
and Means Committee to add 10 per cent ad valorem tax on 
zinc ore, that is produced in his district. Evidently when he 
had secured this increase from the bill of a year ago his zest 
cooled, because I find that in the Undenvood metal schedule bill 

·of a year ago, while they put zinc ore on the free list, the manu
factured product from zinc ore was put upan the dutiable list 
at 15 per cent ad valorem, while this year, owing to the effort 
of my distinguished friend from Missouri possibly, they have 
put zinc ore on the dutiable list at 10 per cent and reduced the 
duty on the zinc sheets to 10 per cent ad valorem, and where 
before the raw material was free and a 15 per cent rate put upon 
the finished procluct, owing to his endE:avors they now l)ut the 
same rate of duty on the raw material and the finished product, 
which will probably result not only in the closing of" the mines 
where they produce zinc ore but in the smelting establish
ments where they produce zinc sheets and blocks and pigs. I 
congratulate him upon his success. [Laughter and applause on 
the Republican side.]_ 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman--
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman want 

to speak on this paragraph? 
Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 

that all debate on this paragraph close in five minutes. 
The CHAIR~1AN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani

mous consent that all debate on this paragraph and all amend
ments thereto close in five minutes. Is there objection?. [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

l\fr. MONDELL. l\fr. Chairman, they produce zinc in the dis
trict of the gentleman from Kansas, and therefore I think the 
gentleman from Kansas OJVes an apology to the gentleman from 
Alabama for advocating a duty on zinc, because, if I correctly 
unclerstood the gentleman a moment ago, the doctrine he now 
pronounces and stands for is that any Member rising on the 
floor of the House for the purpose of protecting the labor and 
the industry of his district is thereby a special pleader for 
special interests and not worthy of a place in the House. To 
me that is a rather remarkable doctrine. Our sophomoric 
young friend from Missouri [l\fr. DECKER], who did scratch 
through with a bare majority, admits that he told the people in 
his district that he would stand for a duty on their products 

so .long as there were duties on other products. I shall leave 
it to the people of his district to decide whether or no be bas 
kept his word. He cooed mildly here this evening as compared 
with the '!ay he ~oared in the caucus, if he is correctly quoted, 
for there it is said, or has been said by the newspapers, that 
the gentleman went so far as to criticize a- coordinate branch 
of the Government which Ji.olds the yeto power for having had 
too much to do with this tariff, and he insisted that the rate 
now carried in the bill for which he now proposes to vote 
would be injurious to the people of his district. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. If the gentleman will yield 
to me for a moment, I wlsh to correct an injustice in that re
spect that was done to the gentleman from Missouri. I was 
present in the caucus, and no such attack was made by the 
gentleman from Missouri as was quoted of him in the news· 
papers. 

Mr. HENSLEY. I will say to the gentleman that no refer
ence to the President was made in his speech. 

Mr. l\IANN. If you had an open caucus they would not haye 
had it wrong. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MONDELL. I hope the newspapers will apoloo'ize to 
the gentleman from Missouri. I simply made the statement 
as it was made in the public press, the best evidence available 
as the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SLOAN] suggests. Th~ 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] pronouncing the 
new doctrine that we a.re not to stand for th~ labor and indus
tries in our districts, referred to the industries in his district 
by way of illustration-to the industries of his district where 
rates had been reduced. As the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN] has said, the gentleman from Alabama is not called 
upon to defend himself relative to his action in regard to this 
bill. However much we disagree with his views and opinions 
n.? ma.n here will and no man elsewhere ought to question hi~ 
smcerity and his honesty, and I think no one does. And yet 
I think the gentleman from Alabama would scarcely say that 
he has placed a rate in this bill that he believes would be de· 
structive of an industry ip his district. Down in Alabama 
they "'.ork black men, and they work them mighty cheap, and 
down m Alabama the coal is on one side of the hill and the 
ore on the other. And down in Alabama, as the gentleman 
from that State has told us, they make pig iron cheaper than 
anywhere else on earth, and, therefore, no rate that the gentle
man could fix could injure the industries of his district unless 
it was absolutely and totally destructive of the industries of 
the entire balance of the country. 

While we all realize and appreciate the fact that the gentle
man has not, in framing this bill, attempted to give an industry 
in his district a rate more than it needs, I repeat that the gen- · 
tleman from Alabama certainly will not say that he bas placed 
any rate so low that he believes that an industry in his district 
will be destroyed or seriously injured by that rate. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr. UJ\T})ERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL] I do not think fully appreciated 
what I said. I stated awhile ago, when the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania had offered to put on the free list, or started to 
put on the free list, an article in which he was interested, and 
at the same time contended for a higher rate on another article 
in which he was interested, that I did not impugn his personal 
motives in the matter, but I thought he had put himself in a 
rather contradictory position in this House. Now, I do not 
for one minute contend that any man on the floor of this House 
on either side, ought not to represent the constituency that send~ 
him here. But I did say, and I say it now, that he ought not 
to represent the special interests of his district, whether he is 
a part of them or whether he is not. That is the distinction. 
The man who comes here with an open and a free mind and 
votes what he believes is for the interest of the people of his 
district and abroad at the same time, and votes for the interests 
of all the people of· the United States, is free to stand here and 
vote as he pleases without any man having the right to say 
yea or nay. But when a man stands on this floor from any 
district in the United States, coming here wfth the selfish pur
pose of representing a special interest in his district or in the 
country and not the interest of the great masses of the people 
of this country, I say the time has come in the American Con
gress when this House is not large enough to hold him in the 
future. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MONDELL. I understand the gentleman to say that 
any Member is justified to stand for in a proper way and uphold 
the industries of his district, and no man has the right to say 
him nay. How about the caucus-the secret and binding 
caucus? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The difference between some gentlemen 
on that side of the House-not the gentleman from Wyoming-
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and men on this side- of the House ls this: Individualism haa 
br ken l e in th ranks of the Republican Party, but not with 
the Q'entleruan from yoming [Mr_ l\IoNDELL] . He is an organ
ized soldier. W belie\e io party government. We believe that 
the great principle tlla hould govern this Nation can only be 
written on the statute book by virtue of a United and great 
party standing for tho e. principles and maintaining them, and 
for that r a n '"e urrender Otll:" individuality to the wisdom 
and the cohesive strength. of a great party, founded on princi
ples that have not only be the foundation ot our Republic, but 
the ke-y tone of the liberty of the people. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. J 

On that side of the Ilouee- yo~ organization is broken. You 
once belie ed In party- oT""ernment; some of you-my friend 
from Wyoming still belie e it-but there are- fe.,., an that side 
of the House that are bold enouQ'h to stand out and say to-day 
that tlley believe in: the government by the Republican Party 
instead of individualism. 

l'Ir. FERRI . Mr. Gllafrman, I wonder if the chairman ot 
the Ways and Means Committee has been able to fir the exact 
date on which the gentleman from Illinois [1U'r. MANNI and the 
gentleman from Wyoming (Mr. MoND£LLJ became such enthusf
ast over an open caucus? It must have been very recent. 

1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. Well, r will not try to analyze- the gen
tlemen on that side of' the House, because yorr and I know where 
they stand. There a.re two that wg can be sponsor for on that 
subject. 

Tbe CHAffiM.AN. The question. ls on. agreeing to the 
amendment proposed. f>y the gentleman from Kansas [Mr~ 
0.A.MPBEL.LJ. 

The question was taken, and the amendment waa rejected. 
The CHA.IRMAN. The Clerk will. read. 
The Clerk read u follows t 
167. All steam engine steam locomottveir. pYlntlng presseg, and' 

machine tools, U5 per cent ad valorem; embroidering machines, and 
lace-making- machines, including machines !o-r making lace curtains, 
nets or nettings, 25 per cent ad va:lorem ; ma.chine tools as mied ln 
tMs' paragraph shall be held to mean any macnlne oper.ated by other 
than hand power which employs a. tool !or. working on metal. 

M-r. PAYNill Mr. Chairman. I move to strike out. the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNEJ moves· to strike out the last· word. 

Mr. PAYNEJ. For a great many years in the various tarifl' 
bills there were a number ot articles that came ln under what 
we lled the " catch-all" clause-articles not otherwise pro
vided for-and they escn..ped fn each revision of the tariff with 
out much notice being taken of them and without MemberS' 
looking through ta see wfiat articles came in under that clause. 
When they had the Wilson bill of' 1894 under consideration ~at 
paragraph passed without nny amendments and without any· 
inquiries being made in regard to it, althougfi our friends on 
the- other side were then. as now, making a tariff bill. [Laugh
ter on the Republican side. J 

I take considerable pride 1n the fact that four years ago the 
Ways and Means Committee inquired into the various article5 
that were- coming in under that parngraph. They were' not 
enumerated in any way tn the Government reports except as 
'"other articles not othenvise proTI.ded for." We did not know 
what they were. 

I remember that we had to send for witnesses from the cus
tomh~s 1n the country to find out what articles were coming 
in under that " catch-all " paragraph, and we got a list of 
them as tar as we were able. Then, wa proceeded to separate 
them: and thereupon: we laid the foundation for paragraph 
No. 167 ot the present bill, now under consideration. 

I remember that instead or putting a duty of 45 per, cent an 
steam engines and locomotives and printing presses and ma
chine tools, we put- a duty of 80 per cent ad valorem on them. 
We took ofr a third of the duty. 

By the way, it was pretty difficult to get much a:ccount of 
these articles, as to their comparative· cost in this country and 
foreign countries; but we went about it, and made the best 
revision we could Then we took up the question of- linotype 
and typesetting machines, ewing machines, typewriterS', and 
so forth and redrrced the duty to 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Then we cume to the question of machines for making em
broidery. Some few had been Imported intO' the United States, 
and there waa quite a little industry here 1n connection with 
them. But It was not what we ought to have 1n making these 
ma.chine laces in the country. and so we drew a provision 
keeping the duty of 45 per cent on the machineg; none of which 
were made ln this country, but providing that until January l,. 
1911, they should be on the free. list-for two. years- afte~ the 
bill went into effect.. 

The result was that factories were built, these machines were 
Introduced into this country, and this industry was started up 
and has grown into a great and prosperous industry. 

We pnt the limit ot time on it in order to· hurry up the start
ing of the industry. We also enacted a provision that if they 
did not do lt within two years- the d.uty would go back again. 
We believed that of course it would enab'le them to start the 
industry quickly, and thnt at the same time it would De' a sort of 
protection to the- ma.chines that came here. We got enough o:t 
them at that time to cover the industry, and now I see that my 
friends have put a duty of 25 per cent on these lace-making 
machines. Probably that is a sufficient duti. 

We put on printing presses a duty of 30 per cent. The Demo
cratic Congress put them on the free llst a year ago. They 
had them agatn on the tree list when this present bill now under 
consider tlon was first reported 1n the newspapers this year. 
They put them on the' free Us~ I say, along with paper- for 
prtnting newspapers and maga:zjnes. Of course it was only a 
coincidence that ft happened to be that that was a proper thing 
to do in a revenue tari1I bill. [Laughter on the Republican 
side.] 

Type were also put at a lower rate of dnty on this bffi, and 
that was only another coincidence. [Renewed laughter on the 
Republican slde.J Pertsb the thought that the gentlemen who 
fixed these duties had any Idea that they were going to get 
special favors for their people or for themselves or fol' their 
party tn c'Onsequence of pnttlng these things on the free' Ilst ! 
[.Ren~wed laughter on the Republican side.] 

We put print paper on the dutiable llst because we thought 
the' manufacture of print paper was an Industry that onght to 
be protected, n.nd we are protectfonlsts. We left tbls duty on 
printing presses becau e we thought the manufacture of those 
presses was an Industry that ought to be pwteeted in this 
country. 

The OHAIRMAN~ The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. PAYNE. r would like to ha-ve one more minnte. 
The OHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman from 

New York will proceed for one minute. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. PA.YNID. Now, the gentlemen ln the committee and in 

the caucus changed'. the ltem and took printing presses suddenly 
from the free list one day and put on them a duty of 15 per 
cent. Of course they did not do It for the sake of protecting 
the Industry! Oh, no r l was receiving every day copies of 
letters sent to the chairman of the committee protesting on the 
part of the manufacturers of these presses that the Industry 
wonid be wiped oat unless they kept on the duty of 80 per cent, 
They restored at least half the duty, but that action had no con
nection with the action of the committee or the action of the 
caucus, and did not even soften the rigorous mind of the Presi
dent of th1:1 United States. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 
M~ ~iA..NN. Oh, nor 
Mr. PAYNE. Not at a'n. It was a proper revenue duty at 

15 per cent, and they even dared to brave the anQ'er of the daily
papers and the muckraking magazines and all tbat sort ot thing. 
But what I want to do ls to call the attention of' that side ot 
the House, as I have for the last two days, to the fact that the 
Payne- bill was a revision downward on these articles; and r 
have called attention now to different items in the blll, enough 
to convince any man with an open mind and an honest mind, ro 
that he will admit the fact that it was, as it proved to be :from 
the statistics for the last four years, the greatest revision down
ward ever made in any tartff bill 1n the United States. [Ap
plause on the Republican side and laughter on the Democratic 
side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Ohalrman, I ask trnanimons consent 
that all debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto close 
ln five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani
mous consent that tlebate on th.Is paragraph and amendments 
thereto close in five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. J.M. O. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gen· 

tleman from Alabama a question. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan, 
Mr. J". M. O. SMI'I'H. I received a letter a few days ago in· 1 

quiring about steam pumps. A gentleman who mannfucturea 
them wants to know whether they would be classified under 
section 167, at 15 per cent, or under 169, at 25 per cent. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. They have always be:en In thE:J basket 
clause, 169r at 25 per- cent. 

Mr. J • .M. a. SMITH. I am very much obiiged to tne gen· 
tlelnmb. 
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'Mr. UNDERWOOD. The duty on the basket clause has been 
reduced from 45 to 25 per cent, and steam pumps fall in that 
catalogue. 

I desire to occupy the time of the House for a few minutes 
only on the question of machine tools. 

The bill which we reported last year had machine tools on the 
free list. The Payne bill canied them at the rate of 30 per 
cent ad valorem. 

There are about $50,000,000 production of machine tools in 
this .country, of which $5,000,000 are exported a.broad. A portion 
of these exports of ma~hine tools go to Germany, where they 
pay an 8 per cent tariff duty to get into that country after pay
ing the freight. 

When the committee first considered this question they be
lieved that an industry that could send one-tenth of its prod.net 
abroad, pay a tariff rate to get into another country, and com
pete there needed no duty here and that we could not get reve
nue from it. On further investigation we found out that the 
facts I have stated were absolutely true as to the highly organ
ized machine tools; but we also found that there were some 
lower grades of machine tools that to a slight extent were now 
import ed and that would probably be imported under a low 
rate of aury. We considered the question of endeavoring to 
differentiate between the highly organized machine tools and the 
low-grade machine tools. There was no point where we could 
establish a dividing line, and therefore, in order to be on the 
sllfe side of the question and levy a rate that would produee 
some revenue, and believing that this 15 per cent on machine 
tools would produce some revenue, we concluded that we would 
be conservative in the matter and eut the rate in the Payne bill 
from 30 per cent to 15 per cent. 

I ha.ve no apology to make for the committee changing its 
rate from the bill of 11ast yen.r to the rate of this year. If the 
Ways. and Means Committee should make up its mind that it 
could not err and should never change, it would undoubtedly 
be disqualified for performing the functions that are imposed 
on it by this Honse; and although I have SQme doubt myself 
now as to whether this industry really needs this 15 per cent, 
or as to how far it will be competitive, I tbink it was safer to 
put the 15 per cent rate in and try it out and see the :result, 
although I am doubtful as to whether they would have been 
seriously hurt if we had put them absolutely on the free list. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 
Mr. COOPER. Did I rmderstand the gentleman to say that 

he was undecided still as to whether this machine-toql Industry 
needed this 15 per cent protection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I di-d not say I was undecided. I 
said I was in doubt. 

Mr. COOPER. As ·to whether this industry needed this 15 
per cent protection. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I did not say protection. [Applause 
and laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. COOPER. The gentleman said whether the industry 
needed tbis 15 per cent-for wbat? 

1i1r. UNDERWOOD. For what? 
Mr. COOPER. The gentleman from A1abama said he was 

rmdecided as to whether this maclline-tool industry needed 
this 15 per cent. What did he mean? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I did not mean " what." 
Mr. COOPER. If the industry needed 15 per cent, it meant 

15 per cent protection, beeause the industry would not get the 
revenue. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will tell the gentleman.. I was in 
doubt as to whether we should make t.h1s reduction gradually 
by cutting it in half, or put it absolutely on the free llst, and 
I am free to say that I am in doubt now as to which would be 
the proper position; but we resolved the doubt in favor of 
15 per cent. 

I ask for a vote. 
The OHAIRMAN. The pro -forma amendment will be with

drawn, and the Clerk will read. 
The Olerk read as follows : 
168. Nippel'S and pliers of all kinds wh-Olly or partly manufactured, 

30 per cent ad valorem. 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Ohairman, I move to strike out the la.st 

word. Nippers and pliers m this paragraph carry a duty of '30 
per cent and machine tools in the former paragraph a duty of 
15 per cent; they were free in the former Underwood bilL 
These tools are all -0f a somewhat similar -character, so far a.s 
their manufacture is concerned. I do not understand why the 
gentleman from Alabama had difficulty ln determining whether 
machine tools needed 15 per cent duty when he bas seen fit 
to place 30 per- cent duty on nippers and pllei:s, and I am won
dering lf the manufacture of one of these two a rticles constitutes 

what the gentlem-an from Alabama referf:! to as a special in
terest. 

The gentleman, a few moments ago, somewhat modified his 
statement made earlier as to what it was proper for us to do 
in defending the labor and indnstry of our district. He now 
suggests that it is proper to do that , and our duty to do it, 
except that we mu t not stand for special interests. I am anx
lollil to know when I am right and when I am wrong. I want to 
analyze his theory from the standpoint of my own district. 

About half the people in my district and State a re ~nterested 
-0ne way or the other, directly or indirectly, in the growing of 
·sheep and wool-in the prosperity of the in-dustry. I have uo 
interest in it personally at all. Is that a special interest? 
Perhaps 25 per c.ent of the people iu my district are more or 
less interested in growing cattle and .horses. I own a Shetland 
pony and a few milk cows. Otherwise I ha·rn no personal in
terest. Is that a special interest·! We mine coal in the State 
-0f Wyoming, and we a.re the only State except West Virginia 
that is hard hit by this bill through placing eoal on the free list. 
I have no interest in coal ntines. Is that a special interest? 

We are looking forward to the time when we can have sugar
beet factories. We have them in the neighboring States. I 
have no sugar-beet land, and have no personal interest in the 
,growing of sugar beets. Is that a special interest? 

The difference between the gentleman from Alabama and my
self is that I assume that I was sent here as a Representati·rn 
<>f my district to do those things that I can honestly do and do 
in accordance with my declared purpose, and in accordance with 
the policy outlined and declared by my party to aid in the de
velopment of my State and in the maintenance of favorable 
wage conditions among my people and d-o it openly, while be 
seems to believe that the proper thing to do is to disavow any 
effort on behalf of his own people. I think he will hardly 
claim that he really intends injury to come to them. 

I do not understand that these interests of my people are 
special interests, and if they be they are my special interests 
and it is my special duty here to protect them so far as I am able 
to do so, -and consistently with the interests of all. I do not 
stop at the boundaries of my State, but I stand as ready and 
willing to give the same adequate protection to the labor and 
industry of every other State that I .ask for the labor and indus
try of my State. It will be a sad day foT the American people 
when it shall be held that it is not proper for a rep1'.esentative 
of the people to stand here and protest when they Q.elie-ve in 
thmr hearts that proposed legislation is not only going to injure 
them but it is going to be injurioll.S to the entire body of the 
people. The Republican doctrine of protection is not a hap
hazard thing, striking here and helping there and protecting 
and building up one region and industry and withholding needed 
protection elsewhere, but a mosaic of prosperity .and plenty, a 
.beautiful picture -0f fair rewa rds to every industry and evel"Y 
labor under the flag. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not wlsb to enter into 
any conb.·oversy with the chairman of the Ways a.nd Means 
Committee, nor did I mean to reflect in any way in the state
ment I made this afternoon in reference to the employment 
of labor in the Tennessee Coal & Iron Co.~ in the great State 
of Alabama or the city of Birmingham. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to object to 
the gentleman's speaking; in fact I invite it, and I hone tbe 
gentleman will have the privilege extended to him by the 
House; but I call attention to the fact that the gentleman from 
Kentucky has been speaking on a subject in wbich he is inter· 
ested and has convictions upon three times already without 
addressing himself to a paragraph in the blll. 

I bad the privilege of speaking twice. Re and I had a little 
colloquy respecting some of the rem-arks he chose to make. I 
am not averse to continuing that. I shall be pleased to continue 
it. I invite it, but I do ask the gentleman fr-0m Alabama [Mr. 
UNDERWOOD], if the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STA.NLEYl 
is to have this additional time, to not object to giving me the 
courtesy of 10 minutes-5 minutes that he has already used 
and 5 minutes that he proposes to use no'w- in order that I may 
present my side {)f the case. 

Mr. MA.1\TN. Mr. Ohairman, I give notice now that I shall 
insist upon the enf-Orcement of· the rule in reference to the 
pertin.ency of -debate until 11 o'clock, and after th.at I hope we 
will adjourn tmtll to-morrow. 

Mir. STANLEY. 1\Ir. Chairman, I do not propose to make any 
.speech or any reference to the gentleman from Minnesota 1Mr. 
MILLER). I have put the facts in tbe REOOBD, and that is aU 
thlit 1B nec,essary. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Ohairtn2.Il, I desire to reply to those 
.figures that the gentleman put in the R-EooIID. 

Mr. STANLEY. I decline to be interrupted. 
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. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky is recog
nized and will proceed in order. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Cha.irma.n, I wish to state that the 
~tatements I ma.de were from the sworn testimony of Mr. 
Harrison, of the Sage Foundation--

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order at 
this time of the night that the gentleman is not proceeding in 
order. 

Mr. STANLEY. I hope the gentleman will indulge me half a 
minute. I am not going to make a speech. 

Mr. MANN. I withhold the point of order for half a minute. 
Mr. STANLEY. They were made by Mr. Harrison, of the 

Sage Foundation, from his own personal observation, giving 
the number of convicts in mines, the offenses for which they 
were committed, the place from which they were taken, the 
circumstances under which they were held, and he states they 
were there for petty misdemeanors committed in the county in 
which the city of Birmingham is located, and he gives the num
ber of them and the character of their imprisonment, and the 
perwns in charge of them, and so forth. I will ask to put Mr. 
Harrison's statement in the REOORD, not as contradicting the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] but as showing the 
authority from which I quoted. I would not desire to enter 
into any discussion with the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentle
man that I did not challenge his statement to-day that there 
were convicts working in the mines or that there were men con
victed of criminal offenses in my county, just as there are in 
every other county in the United States; but the gentleman 
from Kentucky stated that these great iron factories were being 
worked by convict labor. 

Mr. STANLEY. Oh, no; I beg the gentleman's pardon. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is what the gentleman stated, and 

that they were dragneting the streets of Birmingham-and he 
referred to the district of the gentleman from Minnesota in the 
same way-for the purpose of gathering together this labor to 
produce these iron products. I would state to the gentleman
! do not like to say it again, but I said it before--that there 
never has been a convict worked in any of these foundries or 
factories. In some coal mines that do not produce anything but 
coal for domestic purposes there are convicts working, but they 
are not working in these blast furnaces ; and the thing I ob
jected to in the gentleman's statement was that it was a reflec
tion on my constituency, and that the statement, whether it 
comes from the gentleman who is named in that book or other
wise, does not represent truthfully the condition in my district. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to raise any 
question as between the gentleman and myself upon that point. 
I simply wish to put the authority for my statements. in the 
RECORD, as he purported to speak from his own personal 
knowledge. He may be very incorrect. I do not know, but in 
justice to myself I wish to have my authority for the statements 
put in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman has th~ authority under the 

leave to print. 
The CHAIRMAN. The leave to print is upon the bill. 
.Mr. MANN. I stated before that I would object to any 

special leaves to print in the House, when general leave has 
been granted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair of course does not know 
whether it would be construed to be on the bill or not. 

Mr. MANN. I presume the gentleman could get it in the 
RECORD if he furnished it to the proper parties. 

Mr. STANLEY. It is only a page or two. 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman has general leave to print, and 

there will be no special leave granted. 
The statement referred to by Mr. STANLEY is as follows: 

STATEMENT OF SHELBY M. HARRISON. 
The witness was duly sworn by the chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. In connection with what Mr. Reed has just said I 

have tried to be ·especially careful in going into this very question not 
to produce witnesses who have had an obsession on the subject or who 
we1·e prejudiced or who had any grievance against the corporation, be
cause I hope, above all things, to present a cool, unimpassioned account 
of this condition as it exists. 
. When Mr. Fitch was on the stand he said something about having 
submitted his book and other papers from which he quoted and from 
which Mr. Brandeis quoted to the Steel Corporation and its officials. 
Do you know whether your report, about which I shall ask you later, 
was submitted to the Steel Corporation and its officials? 

Mr. HARRISON. I do. It is the policy of the magazine. Of course, 
as you know one of the editors of the magazine is a man who was a 
director o~ the Pittsburgh Survey under which these other investiga
tions were made, Mr. Fitch's being one. 

It is the policy of both the magazine and the PittsburJUi Survey to 
submit any articles or manuscripts for books wh.ich woufd be critical 
of any particular company or particular per2on to that person or com
pany before publication, for several reasons, one being to give an oppor-

::;nJ!~/or the person or company .criticized to correct any misstatement 

The purpose of the investigation was to correct conditions that might 
be viewed by the public as unwholesome. It would not be working 
a.long any scientific method toward the solution of these problems if a 
misstatement of the problem were made. So the first purpose of the 
Survey was to be sure of its facts. 

It, of course, did not always expect the people to whom the manu
scripts were submitted to agree with the interpretation of the facts 
or with the conclusions drawn from the facts. That was a matter of 
opinion. It did expect, however, that the people to whom the · manu· 
scripts were submitted would agree to facts which were facts and 
which they could not disprove. 

So Mr. Fitch's manuscript for his book was submitted to the presi
dent of i;;everal of the subsidiary companies in the Pittsburgh district 
who were directly mentioned in the book or "in the manu cript. I am 
of the opinion that it was submitted to some of the New York men. I 
am not quite sure of that. I know that in his recent articles they 
have been given to Mr. Bolling in the New York office. 
cr!1~fo~~~cle in manuscript form was submitted to George Gordon 

The CHAIRMAN. Who ls he? 
Mr. I!A.RRISON. He is president of the Tennessee Coal, Irnn & Rail

road Co. ; to Mr. George B. M:cC01·mick, president of the Alabama Coal 
O'ferators' Association; Mr. James G. Oakley, president of the Board 
o Convict Inspectors of Alabama, and a number of other people who 
wculd view it from a different side. These were employers. 

Of course, I submitted it, then, to the men who might know the 
prison and crime problem purely from a crime-problem side and not 
from a labor side. 

• • • • • • 
The CHAIRMAN. Who are copnected with this Charities Publication 

Committee? Who are the people who are behind this matter for whom 
you are working ; do you know? 

• • • • • • • 
Mr. HARRISON. Robert W. De Forest, chairman, New York. Othe_r 

members of the committee: Jane Addams, Chicago; Ernest P. Bick
nell, Washington; Robert S. Brewster, New York ; Charles M. Cabot, 
Boston; 0. K. Cushing, San Francisco; Edward T. Devine, New York; 
Arthur F. Estabrook, Boston ; Lee K. Frankel New York; James M. 
Glenn, New York; William Guggenheim, New '¥ork; William E. Har
mon, New York; Joseph Lee, Boston; Julian W. Mack Washington; 
Simon N. Patten, Philadelphia; Jacob A. Riis, New York; Graham 
Taylor, Chicago; S. W. Woodward, Washington; Frank Tucker, treas
urer, New York; Paul U. Kellogg, secretary, New York. 

The CHA.IRMAN. Have you ever made a personal investigation of 
the Jaeor conditions in any subsidiary of the United States Steel Cor-
poration? · 

Mr. HARnu10N. I investigated the handllng of criminals in the State 
of Alabama, and it touched on the lamor conditions in the Tennessee 
Coal & Iron Co., inasmuch as they hire some city and county convicts. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under what auspices ·were you acting at that time? 
Mr. HARRISON. Under the ausgices of the Survey Magazine. 

th~· n~!Ef· Did you say that t ey " hired" convicts, or that they hire 

Mr. HARRISON. At the time I made my investigation they bad In 
their employ State and county convicts. 

• • • • • • • 
The CHAIRMAN. What number of convicts were then in the employ 

of the Tennessee Coal & Iron Co. ? 
Mr. HARRISON. They, of course, vary almost from day to day, be· 

cause as fast as men are convicted they are brought into the camp, nnd 
of course men are continually serving out their time and going away, 
but the average was about 360 State convicts and 240 county. 

Mr. MCGILLICUDDY. Did the wltnes$ ft.x the time of this? 
Mr. HARRISON. In May and June. 
Mr. MCGILLICUDDY. Of last year? 
Mr. HARRISON. · Of last year, 1911 ; yes, slr. 
The CHAIRMAN. How many of the convicts, county and State, were 

there who were employed in all the mines about at that time? 
Mr. HARRISON. For the last five years the total number. of convicts 

in the State, the average per year throughout the State, was about 
2,500 State convicts and 700 county convicts. About 200 of these 
were men who were not able to work:1 mostly tubercular convicts, who 
were in the prison at Wetumpka, wnich is practically a tuberculosis 
camp, leaving 3,000, and, roughly, 1,500 of those were contracted out 
into the coal mines, which means they went into the Birmingham dis· 
trict, because that is where all the coal mines are located. 

The CHArnlIAN. What per cent of this 1,500 who were utilized as 
~1:.-~1~ did the Tennessee Coal & Iron Co. secure at the time you were 

Mr. HARRISON. Three hundred and sixty and 240 makes 600; 600 
would be 40 per cent of 1,500. -

Mr. BEALL. Did the 1,500 represent the State and county convicts? 
Mr. HARRISON. Together; yes. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Let us understand right here what you mean by State 

convicts and county convicts. 
Mr. HARRISON. The distinction is-at least it ls supposed to be--that 

the State convict is a man who has committed a more serious crime 
than a county convict, a felony, whereas a county convict is a mis
demeanant. 

Mr. BA.RTLErr. The county convicts are those who are tried, prob
ably in the inferior courts, for misdemeanors or small-grade felonies, 
and the State convicts are those who are tried in the courts having ex
clusive jurisdiction of felonies, or where people are convicted of felonies 
in the higher courts. · 

Mr. HARRISON. That is my Impression. I am not certain of the legal 
side of the matter entirely. I know that the county convicts are men 
who are convicted of lesser crimes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of lesser crimes than a felony? 
Mr. HARRISON. Of lesser crimes than a felony; yes. 
Mr. BARTLETT. State convicts are. those that are sentenced by the 

court to the penitentiary or to such public works as the superintendent 
of the penitentiary or those having charge of it may direct, and the 
county convicts are those who are hired out-I suppose that is so in 
Alabama· it has been so in Georgia-by the county authorities, who 
are convicted and subjected to the payment of a fine or alternative 
imK[;~oii~i:r~oN~s ..g:;t about right? 

Mr. BARTLETT. And in the first case the State gets the pay or the 
bili:i'r.a¥i~~I~~;.o¥1ee; it goes to the county authorities? 
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Tbe CHAIRMAN. Right at tbls point, - speaking of the offenses for 

hicb the ·e county convicts are sent a.p : It is an offen e punishable 
by fine or imprisonment, is it not, to do such things as shooting or 
hunt ing or gaming or card playing, playing t cards or dominoes or 
l'ilcing, whether for mcmey or not, on the Sabbath day? Those are 
offen se punishable by a fine of from $10 to $20 or imprisonment in the 
State of Alabama? 

Mr. HARll.tSON. If you are r ending the tatement l made there? 
The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 
:Mr. HARRISON. That is true. I have not all of that quite at my 

fingers' ends. That statement is true. 
The CHAIRMAN (reading) . A.ny per on or persons Who play or en

gage in the playing of any baseball, or foot ball, or tennis, or golf Oii 
Sunday in any public place where people re ort for such purposes, is 
guUty of a misdemeanor and may be fined from $20 to $50. 

Mr. HARRISON. That is true. -
T he CHAIRMAN. It is against the law to walk on the right of way ot 

a railroad? . 
Mr. HARRISON. I understand that men have been arrested and sen

tenced to prl on for doing that in the past, but that the authorities 
have been a little more lenient in the last year or two because of one 
very unfortunate incident where a small boy, or a young boy, had 
been arrested for trespassing on the ratlroad track, and sent up for 
60 days ; and be wns sent to the mine. He knew nothing of mlnlng 
and nothing of its dangers, and he got in the way of a car and had his 
leg cut off, and was crippled for life for this very small offense. That 
has been, so I nm told, more or less of a lesson, and they have been a 
little less strict in enforcing that law since. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Do you mean that the mi demeanor convicts in .Ala
bama, the county <'Onvicts, as you have designated them, were worked 
in the mines, Mr. Harrison? · 

Mr. HARRISON. I do. 
The CHAIRMAN. Tb re wa an accident oceu.rred in one of those 

mines a short time ago, was there not? 
Mr. HAnmso~. Yes; there was an explosion at the Bahner Mine. 
The CHAIIUIAN. Was anybody hurt? · -
Mr. HARlll ON. Oni! bundr d and twenty-three men were kllled. 
The CHAIRMAN. Were any of these the county convtcts, sent up for 

the e petty ol'l'en es, like playing golf on Sunday, walking on the rail
road tracks, and so on? 

Mr. HAamsoN. I have n stntement here of the percentage. Perh ps 
I mi~ht best read that paragraph: 

" Last April 123 negro convicts working in the Banner Mine, operated 
at that time by the Pratt Consolidated Coal Co., were instantly k11led 
by an explos ion. Seventy-two of the con~lct w-ere from JeJl'erson 
County, in which Bfrmingham is located ; 21 out of the 72, or 30 per 
cent, were convicted of offenses so minor that their sentences, aside 
trom costs, did not exceed 20 days-mainly for carrying concealed 
weapons, gaming, assault, vagrancy, or vtolating the prohibition law. 
Five others were serving sen tence of 30 days, and 1 mo.n was withtil 
8 days of bis, release when be was killed. Another had been co~victed 
only 5 days before the explosion. One hundred nnd twenty-three per
sons in the custody of the State, without voice n to the nature · of their 
work, lost their lives In rving their sentences." 

Those were county convicts. That gives sonie indication of the type 
of the ofl'en il!S. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It ts true that ln majority of these cases of what 
you call misdem anor convict , they are s ntenced to pay a fine, ol", in 
default ther eof, to be punished as they are punished? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes. 
Mr. BARTLETT. The fine is imposetl, and in default of that they must 

work it out? 
Mr. HARRISON. They· mus t work it out· yes. 
Mr. BARTLETT. In the mines, according to the Inw of .Alabama 'l 
l\1r. HARRISON. Yes. You understand that not all men are sent to 

the min , h-0wever. 
fr. BARTLETT. That ls wbat I am trying to get at. 

Mr. HARB.ISO~. No. I say that 50 per cent of the con\tfcts are sent 
to t he coal mines, d that ome of them are sent to the turpentine 
camps. The State has a farm where It bas a couple of hundred, and 
they have a stove factory where some of them are employed. . . . . ' . - .. 

The CHAIRl\IAN. How are these convicts sent up l'or misdemeanors 
procured? In what way are they obtained? How does the Tennessee 
Coal & Iron Co. and these other compn.n.ies get hold of them? That 
1s what I want to know. . . 

. Mr. HARRISON. The contracts are advert! ~d, and the companies bid 
for them. They nre let to the highest bidder. 
bid1ii~~?CII.A.IRMAN. These people are just put up and sold to the htghelft 

Mr. H Anrn ON. They contract for the conVf.cts for a certain length 
of time, and they take all that the county has; that is, of course, they 
ke p coming a fast as they are convicted. 

'l'he CHAIRMAN. They agree, in advance, to take the supply, what-
ever it may be? -

Mr. H illm s oN. They do. 
The CHAIRMAN. No matter what they are convicted for, how long 

or bow short the term if they have any term of imprisonment, they 
take them and work out that term, is that it? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Whether they are old or young, black or white, 

convicted of a felony or anything else? 
Mr. HA:nmsoN. Yes. · 
The CH.Arn AN. How do they get these people into these mlnlng 

camps? Does tho State or the county send them there, or do thej 
get them? 

Mr. HA.RllISON. The State brings the State convicts, and mining 
camps--the companies-send a ma-n to the county seat where a man 
ls convicted, and bear the expense of the man, of course, that they 
send, and the convicts to the camp, and upon his release they send him 
back to hls county seat, bearing the e%pense. and sending a man with 
him. 

The CHAiuMAN. After these people are procured and gotten into · 
these camps, how are they retained there? 

Mr. HAB.Rtso~ Of course they have a prison, something, at least, 
that is called a prison, with a wall around It. The men are kept in 
prison when theh are not. at work. When they are at work they are 
~ffi~t ~f:!~:'. w ere the guarding is very easy, and escape is rather 

• • • • • • 
The CRA.IlrnAN. What do they pay for these convicts, county and 

St!lte1 

Mr. HARRISON. The State con-vlcts are paid more or less on a piece 
basis. I mean to say that the companies pay by tM month for men 
in the different task groups. The average comes somewhere near th~ 
'COil:Htlon labor rate tor State convicts. 

The C~AIRMAN. Do you know uhat they pay for State convicts? 
Those guilty of a felony? 

Mr. HAmusoN. I know what the Tennessee Co. pays. 
The Cturn ~..u;. What does the Tennessee Co. pay? 
1\fr. HARRISON. The Tennessee Co. made a contract everal yea.rs 

ago in which it agreed to pay $46 per month per man in the first class 
and there was a gradual lowering of the rate down to a man in th~ 
fourth class for which it paid $10.50. They also at the same time 
agreed to n. sliding scale in practice which would slide upward and 
not downward ; that is, any increases in the wage faid to free labor 
in tI?e district would cause a proportionate raise o payment for the 
convicts ; and ~inc this -contract went into effect there have been 
increases in the free labor in the district which have brought the pay
ment for men tn the first class from $46 to $50.70 per month, for men 
in the fourth class to $11.57. 

The CHAIRM..AN. What do they pay a month for these county con
victs, the young fellows? 

Mr. HARRISON . . They vary between different companies. but the 
average was estimated to me by the president of the Alabama Coal 
Operators' Association as $12.50 per man per month· I should say 
per person per month, as that includes men, women, and youths. 

The CHAIRMA . Do they feed these county convicts? Does the 
company do it, or does the State do it? 

1\f.r. HilmSoN. The company does. 
The C:au:irn.AN. Do you know what. it costs to feed those convicts 

per day? 
Mr. HAJlnISON. I do not know. 
The Clt.A.IlmAN. Do you know about what 1t costs! 
Mr. H.uunsoN. I know what it costs to feed the men In the county 

jails before they are sent to the camps. That cost runs from 7 to 10 
cents, depending upon the number of men. 

Mr. BABTLE'l"I'. Per day. 
Mr. HAR.RISON. Per day, depending upon the number of men. I 

should say that the convicts in the camps are fed better thnn that. 
My gue s would be-if you care for a guess? 

The CHAIRMAN. An estimate. 
Mr. HARRISON . .About 15 cents a day. 
The CHAIRMAN. About 15 c-ents a day to feed them? 
Mr. El.AB1nsoN. Yes. 

• • • • • • • 
Mr. McGlLLictJni>Y. Who provides the lodging? 
Mr. HAIIBISON. The company. 
The CHAIRMAN. I was going to take that up. 
They are also provided with lodging? 
Mr. HARRISON. By the companies.--the company owns the prison. 
The CHAIRMAN. What sort of lodging do they get? How re they 

housed, bedded, and so on? Just describe those places in which the1 
keep them at nlght. 

l\Ir. HARRISON. The prison consists, usually, of a frame building. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Is this the Steel Corporation that he is talking about! 
The CHAIRllA.a.~. Yes; thls ls the Tennessee Coal & Iron Co., alone, 

that I am talking about. 
Mr. You o. I understood the witness to be talking about conditions 

generally, there. Is not that correct, Mr. Harrison? 
Mr. HARRISON. I was talking with regard to the food-about condi-

tions in general ; yes. . 
Mr. YOUNG. Yes. 
Mr. HARRISON. You understand I did not go down there to invest!• 

gate the Steel Corporation convict system as a system. I Investi
gated the Whole system of handling criminals ln .Alabama. 

The CHAIBMAN. Did you see the food as it was prepared in the 
kitchens or anywhere, of the Steel Corporation? 

Mr. IiABRISON. I saw food that was being prepared in the prison at 
mine No. 12 of the Tennessee Co. That prison, however, housed the 
State convicts that were employed by the Tennessee Co. I was told 
there by the men who were preparing the food what was the custom· 
ary daily ration. -

The CHAIRMAN. For both county and State convicts? 
Mr. HA.BRISON. Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Tell me nbont how they are housed in the barracks 

or prison, or whatever you choose to call It, of the Tennessee Coal & 
Iron Co. there in A.labama; how these convicts are provided for, at 
night . 

Mr. H.uuusoN. They are housed in prisons, as I say, which are made 
up of large cells ; they call them cells ; they are really large rooms, 
which accommodate from 30 to 60 men. The sanitary conditions In 
those that I saw were good, The beds were double beds, two men · 
sleeping in a bed. 

The CHAIRMAN. How many men in a bed? 
Mr. HA.RrusoN. Two or three. 
The CHAIR AN. How are these beds made? What do they consist on 

Are they oak bedsteads, or brass bedsteads, or what kind of bedsteads 
do they sleep in? 

Mr. HA.BRISON. They a.re rather simple bedsteads. I do not think 
they are oak. I think they have a pine framework, with some kind of 
strapping underneath, ropes and canvas. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Bed cords? 
Mr. HA.BRISON. Yes; with a tick and bln.nket and pillow. 
The CHAIRMAN. What is in the tick? 
Mr. HAmusoN. I can only say that my impression is that it ls straw. 
did not open any of them. 

The OHAIRM.AN. Without objection, the pro forma amend
ment will be considered as withdrawn. All debate upon this 
paragraph is closed by order of the committee a few moments 
ago. The Clerk will read. · . 

Mr. MANN. There was no orde;r of the committee in regard 
to this paragraph. 

The CH.AIRMAN. ·The Chair is mistaken. 
Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 

word. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House, I regret ex
ceedingly to weary the patience of the committee at this hour 
by making any further reference to a subject that has alr~dy 
been discussed to-day. I fear, however, I have been guilty 
perhaps of an injustice to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
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STANLEY], and I desire this opportunity to express my exceed
ing regret that I have pos ibly been placed in that attitude. 
I haYe perhaps done that injustice to him because it may have 
been assumed in something I have said that he was not intend
ing to be fair. Whatever may have been his habitual conduct 
heretofore in this respect I am quite sure his conduct to-day 
has entirely disproved any such suggestion I might possibly 
baxe erroneously indulged in, because he had generously, com
pletely, be:rntifully, and magnificently placed in the R$coRD a 
table of figures which absolutely disprove the statement he 
made and absolutely prove the contention that I put forth. 

The gentleman started with his fundamental proposition that 
nine-tenths of the men who work in the mines of Minnesota, 
particularly specifying the Mesabi district, were a coming-and
going crowd of individuals who did not stay there for a period 
of five years. I quote from the table which he has placed in the 
RECORD to substantiate his position, and I find that in the .Mesabi 
Range from that record there were 13,280 American citizens 
[applause on the Republican side] born in America and only 
17,310 of foreign bilih, and I ask and invite the gentleman's at
tention to the further fact that if it shall be considered those 
of the 17,000 who have been ·naturalized, more than 75 per cent 
are American citbens to-day swearing allegiance to the Amer
ican flag. [Applause on the Republican side.] He said that 
not .5 per cent had beeff in this country five years, and yet the 
table that he submitted shows that more than 12 per cent had 
been there for more than 10 years, practically dating from the 
time of the beginning of the development of that region, and 
that 32 per cent had been there for a greater period of time 
than five years. Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, the table which 
he submitted bears this astounding fact, that of the 10,000 em
ployees of the Steel Corporation included in that report, 30 per 
cent are American citizens of the Lake Superior district entirely. 
I said 30 per cent American citizens, I mean 30 per cent Amer
ican-born people, and the number naturalized is not included; 
and if we will extend that and include those who are naturalized 
you will find that 70 to 75 per cent is a fair estimate. From the 
men who are engaged in those mines, who, with skilled hands, 
managed the steam shovels that dug that ore, were taken the 
men who for the last :five years have dug the Panama Canal, 
and the world does not furnish their supe1ior. That skill which 
enabled them to perform that part in that great international 
epoch-making work they learned in the ore mines of Minnesota, 
and their brethren left there are their equals in skilled 
strength, American courage, manhood, and spirit. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] 

I want to call the gentleman's attention to a further fact, that 
these miners, from their earnings, each stepped up when work 
was over, with his candle in his hat and his begrimed suit of oil
cloth on his person, and dropped into a common fund from his 
hard earnings the sum that built the first monument ever 
erected by human hands to the memory of the martyred Presi
dent of the United States, William McKinley. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
l\Ir. MILLER. Can I have two minutes more? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to indulge the gentleman, 

but, l\Ir. Chairman, I move that all debate on the paragraph 
close. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
all debate on the paragraph be now closed. 

The que tion was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
The Clerk rea·d as follows : 
169. Articles or wares not specially provided for in this section; 1f 

composed wholly or in part of platinum, gold, or silver, and articles or 
wares plated with gold or silver, and whether partly or wholly manu
factured, 50 per cent ad valorem; if composed wholly or in chief value 
of iron, steel, lead, copper, nickel, pewter, zinc, aluminum, or other 
metal, but not plated with gold or silver, and whether partly or wholly 
manufactured, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

l\fr. BARTLETT, l\Ir. HEFLIN, and Mr. GREENE of Massa
chusetts rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [l\fr. 
GREENE] is recognized. 

Mr. GREI!1NE of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
. following amendment. 

'£he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers 
an amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amend, paragraph 169, on page 45, line 20, by striking out the figures 

" 25 " and inserting the figures " 45." 

l\Ir. GREENE of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, in speaking 
on the amendment which l have offered I speak at the request 
of constituents whom I do not know, but they say to me that they 
voted the Democratic ticket in November last, and probably they 
did not yote for me. 

lfr. MANN." They never will vote the Democratic ticket again.. 
Mr. GREENE of l\faf'sachusetts. In North Attleboro there are 

104 men who supported the Democratic Party during the re
cent electoral campaign who asked me to use my good offices 
against any reduction in the rate of duty now levied upon 
jewelry, silverware, and kindred products should changes in tariff 
rates be contemplated. They speak of t.lle necessity of maintain
ing the present schedules on account of North Attleboro being 
entirely dependent upon the industry of the manufacture of 
jewelry and the large variety of ornaments, buckles, aud many 
of the specialties included in the metal schedule. As I have 
said, there are 104 men who claim that they voted the Demo
cratic ticket. and not one of them do I know personally. 

I also have a petition from the Democratic town committee 
of North Attleboro, a committee elected by Democratic voters 
of the town at the election in November, in order to promote the 
best interests of the Democratic Party, and they make a request 
of a similar nature to me, and they ask me to preyent any 
changes from those existing in the present law. 

I also have a petition from the board of trade of the town of 
·North Attleboro, which, of course, is entirely nonpartisan. 

I also have a petition from the Democratic town committe~ 
of Attleboro, a committee elected by the Democratic voters of 
that town to promote the best interests of the Democratic 
Pa1iy, to the same effect as heretofore stated, and also a peti
tion from the Democratic town committee of the town of Norton, 
which is in the district which I have the honor to represent, 
and the petition is of the same nature as those to which I have 
heretofore referred. I have not spoken to a single Democrat 
in either one of these towns in regard to any measure, unless 
they were present when I carried on my campaign last fall for 
nomination and election upon the Republican ticket. On ~ch 
of these occasions I announced myself as a Republican who be
lieved in protection to American industries and .American labor, 
and as one who had stood upon every Republican l)latform 
from the time of Abraham Lincoln down to the present time 
[applause on the Republican side], and stated that I had voted 
for every Republican candidate for President. 

And I also informed them that I had voted for the Payne
Aldrich Tariff Act, which I believed was the most beneficial act 
for the people of the district which I had the honor to repre
sent that had ever been put upon the statute book . I made 
no apology to anybody for anything I thought or said, but ·I 
said if any Democrat wanted to vote for me, he must not vote 
for me thinking there were any Democratic ideas in my mind. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

I received a number of Democratic votes, although I did 
not agree with the principles of the voters of that party, but I be
lieved that those who would vote for me believed at least I was 
honest in my views. So I appear here to-night on the request of 
the Democrats of the district I represent, men who are interested 
in the jewelry business, probably some of them as owners and 
others as workers in that industry. There are more than 130 
jewelry factories in these three towns above referred to. Con
sequently the metal schedule is of vast importance to them, 
and all the work they do requires great skill to prepare for the 
market the great varieties of goods which their employers find 
a market for. They do this work for the purpose of maintaining 
the life of the towns, and they say distinctly that if this bill 
as prepared goes into effect it will work very injuriously to 
their material interests. I appear he1·e as a RepresentatiYe 
upon this floor entitled to speak in behalf of constituents, cer
tainly, to whom I owe no obligation, and who owe none to me. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

The following are the petitions to which I referred in the 
foregoing remarks: 

NORTH ATTLEBORO, MASS., D ece1nber SO, 1912. 
To the COMMITTEE ON WAYS A.ND MEANS, 

United States House of R epresentatives, Washingto1i, D. a. 
HONORABLE Srns : In view of the proposed legislation on the customs 

tariff, the undersigned, who one and all supported the Democratic Party 
during the recent electoral campaign, take the liberty of asking you to 
use your good offices against any reduction in the rate of duty now 
levied upon jewelry, silverware, and kindred products should such 
reduction be contemplated . 

As you are aware, the Attleboros practically owe their existence as 
manufacturing towns to the establishment and maintenance of the great 
jewelry and silverware industries, which are possible only under a tarif.f 
which wlll equalize the difference in the cost of labor and overhead 
charges between the United States and foreign countries. In these 

· lines the dll!'erence ls so enormous that even with tlie present duty of 
85 per cent the competition has been exceedingly keen, and we are 
informed that even with the seemlngly high duty tjle Imports have 
greatly lnc1·eased over tbose of preceding years. · 

A reduction in the tariff even to a small degi::ee would therefore mean 
greatly increased foreign competition, with consequent lessening of onr 
output and scarcity of work. 

It is a tact that undeF the construction put upon the present para~ 
graph relating to om· products, by which the duty has been reduced., 
whole lines of articles have been discontinued, and we greatly fear and 
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believe that any further reduction will result ln the curtailment or, 
indeed, the actual closing down of our factories, with enforced idleness 
and distress. - · · · . 

It is unnecessary to point out to you how vital this matter is to us 
us workmen in these "factories. and we urge you most earnestly to do 
your utmost to prevent any reduction in this duty. 

John J. Soper, Albert Green, Wm. B. Maloney, John II. 
McCann, J. F. McDermott, Daniel T. 1\I. Cartien, Joseph 
Gormley, ·Henry Carr, Henry C. Horessins, D. 0. Leary, 
William H . King, James D. Fulton , James J. Brennan, 
Jo eph A. Drenen, Jack ill. Douglass. J. El. Genriss, 
James McLublin, Wa lter T . Harrows. Joseph P. Kelly, 
Charles A. Heath, John Il. 'Yil!'\on, William J . McNally, 
D. F . Carroll, Frank P. Rodd:v. James Lavere, Alvin 
Barrows, James J. McGowan, William T. Soper, Edward 
l\IcAvoy, W. F. Corrigan, Denniss A. Flynn, jr., Joseph 
C. Doran, John Kiernan, John E. Devlin, Geles Paquet, 
William G. Moore, Ernest Toothill, Ed. E. Ostenbolm, 
David Hanna, George Ranbcault, -Samuel P. Totten, 
Wm. Donnelly. Anthony l'. Viard, Dennis J. Murp~y, 
Josrpb McKeon, Henry Kelly, Frank Edwards, Dame! 
Kelly, Maurice H. Kiley . George o· Teill, Edwin E. 
Nelson, J . L. Donnelly, Walter W. Cooke, George B. 
Lou~hlin, Aug. Schilling, F . N. Averill, Fred V,iard, 
J. D. Fontain, T. G. Issler, Mike McQueeney, Walter 
Grimley, Fred A. Roessler, A. C. Roessler, George A. 
Fataygier, Y. Daborowski, Joseph Boisvert, Euclide 
Boisvert, George Braitsbau. E. Payson Bennett, John 
J. Morse, William Wynne, John Bauman. William Cas
sidy, Walter Etter, George Coutona, William Pierce, 
Joseph L. N. Lemay, Peter Cahbot, Arthur G . Letour
neau, Enset Pincult, Ubald Sde Carufel, James Flynn, 
S. E. Gardner, Owen Dolan, Joseph W. Brennan, Pat 
J. Stemfard Hugh Gormley, Arthyr Sde Carufel, P . 
Gentilotti, J. E. Lambert, Paul L. Pratt, J. N. Sweet, 
E. M. Allen, Charles Benoit. B .. A. Bennett. Cyril J. 
Lecompfe, Eugene Austin, William B. Lincoln, Corad 
Lamarre. Mathew Cook, John G. MacDonald, llobert 
Picken, Martin H. Maguire. 

NORTH ATTLEBORO, 1!..IAss .• January 21, 1913. 

'l'be COMMITTEE ON WAYS .!ND MEANS, 
United States House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Ho~oRABLFJ Srns : In connection with the proposed tariff legislati<'n at 
the coming session of Congress the Democratic town committee of North 
Attleboro, a committee elected by the Democratic voters of the town 
to nromote the best interests of tbe Democratic Party, has instructed me 
to fo1·ward to you a copy of the following resolution passed by them on 
January 27, 1913: . 
Wlwrens the customs tariff law is about to be revised by the United 

• ta tes Congress ; and . . 
Whereas this committee recognizes that the welfare and prosperity of the 

town of North Attleboro is practically dependent upon its jewelry and 
silve1·ware industries, which in turn are made possible only by an ade
ouately protective tariff against the low-priced labor of foreign coun
tries; and 

"'hereas the committee bas been informed and believes that even under 
the present rate of duty on similar goods the imports are steadily in
cre.c'lsing : Therefore be it 
R esolved, That this committee record its disapproval of any reduc

tion of duty upon jewelry, silverware, and kindred articles, and that it 
urge upon Congress the necessity of maintaining the present rates; and 
be it further 

R eso lved. That the secretary of this committee be, and he is hereby, 
ln ·trncted to forward to the Ways and Means Committee of Congress, 
to the Representatives of this district, and to the United States Sena
t.ot·s of this State a copy of this resolution. 

D. M. E . VAUCE, Chairman. 
A. FRANK LYNCH, Secr etary. 
HE "RY P. REYNOLDS. 
FREDERIC R. WHITE. 
FRANK A. BROWN. 
J AMES L. M.AI!I!ILL. 
THOS. F . COADY. 
DEXNIS E . O'NEILL. 
JAMES E . SMITH. 
GEORGE A. W ARRE~. 

NORTH ATTLEBORO, MASS., January 16, 1913. 
The COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, 

United States House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
Ho~ORABLE Srns: In connection with the proposed tariff legislation 

nt tbe coming session of Congress, the Board of Trade of North 
Attleboro, a board organized to promote the best interests of the town 
of North Attleboro, has instructed me to forward to you a copy of the 
following resolutions, passed by them on January 16, 1913 : 
Whereas the customs tariff law is about to be revised by the United 

States Congress; 
Whereas this board of trade recogniz'!s that the jewelry and silver

ware industries are tbe only industries of the town of North Attle
boro and th~t the ~eople o.f NC?rth Attleboro are, therefore, dependent 
upon these rndustr1es, wb1cb rn turn are made possible only by an 
adequately protective tariff against the low-priced labor of Europe 
and other countries ; ' 

Whereas the board of trade has been informed and believes that even 
under the present rates of duty on jewelry and silverware the imports 
are steadily increasing; and 

Whereas this board has further been informed and believes that many 
improper classifications under tbe present tariff act to the serious 
disadvantage of the jewelry and silverware industries are due to 
the inclusion of the words "gold," "silver,'' and "platinum" in the 
final paragraph of the so-called metal schedule : Therefore be it 
Resolved, That this board of trade record its disapproval of any 

red~1ction in the rates of duty upon · jewelry, silverware, and kindred 
articles, and that it urge upon Congress the necessity of maintainin"' 
the present rates; and be it further 

0 

Resoliceci, That this board record its disapproval of the inclusion of 
the words "g~ld,'' "!iilver." and "platin•.Jm" in.the same paragraph with 
iron, steel, tm, lead, etc.. and favol' a special paragraph either to 
precede or follow the paragraph referring to the cheaper metals, and 
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in this new p~ragraph the same rates be approved as -are approved for 
the so-c:lolled Jeweky paragrn ph ; and be it further 
. Resoli:ed, That the secretary of this board be, and he is hereby, 
mstructed to forward to the Ways and Means Committee of Congres 

. !o t e ~epresentative of this di st rict. and to the United Stutes Senator~ 
~rom this tate a copy of this resolution. 

Respectfully, yours, 
C.<1.RL A. IIEi\IPEL, Secretary. 

ATTLEBORO, MASS., Januar y 27, 1913. 
Tbe C'o~nHTTEE OX WAYS A~D l\IEJ.XS, 

United States House of Rerw~sentafi'1:es, Washington, D. C. 
. HoxonAB~,E Srns; In connection with the proposed tariff legislation 

at tbe comrng session of Congress the Democratic town committee of 
Attleboro, a committee elected by the Democratic voters of the town to 
proi;i1ote the best interests of the Democrntic Party. has instructed me 
to torward to you a copy of the following resolution passed by them 
on January 27, 1913: 
Whereas the customs-tariff law is about to be revised by the United 

States Congress; and 
Whereas this committee i;ecogniz~s that the welfare and prosperity ' of 

t~<> town. o~ Attle~oro is prac.tically dependent upon its jewelry and 
silverware mdustr~es, which m turn are made possible only by an 
adequately protective tariff against the low-priced labor of foreign 
countries; and 

Whereas the committee has been informed and believes that even under 
the pre ent rate of duty on similar goods the imports are steadily 
increasing: Therefore be it 
Resolved, Tl~1<i.t this C?mmittee record _its disappro•al of any reduction 

of duty upon Jewelry, silverware, and kmdred articles and that it urge 
?Pon Congress the .necessity of maintaining the present rates · and be 
it further ' 

Resolved, That the secretary of this committee be, and he is hereby, 
instructed to forward to the Ways and Means Committee of Con"'re s 
to the Representatives of this district, and to the United States Sena: 
tors of this State a copy of this resolution. /.' . -' ~~~~A:~ i. ~!~~~~' i~g:~v~~·~: 

JOHN W. CODY. 
FRANK B. KINX.ElY . . · 
GIL~IAN L. BATES. 
THO~IAS F . KEENE. 
HCGH GAFFNEY. 
JAMES F . SLUMS. 
T . FRANCIS DALY. 
FRED S. COBB. 

NORTO~, hlJ..SS., J anuary, 1913. 
The CO~DIITTEE O~ WAYS AXD hlEANS, 

United States House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
Ho~OR.AB~E Srns .: In connection with the proposed tariff le~islation -

at the commg session of Congress, the Democrntic town committee of 
Norton, a committee elected by the Democratic voters of the town to 
promote the best interests of the Democrntic Party. has instructed 
~~~~ forward to you a copy of the following resolut ion passed by 

Whereas the customs-tariff law is about to be revised by the United 
States Congress; and 

Whereas this committee recognizes that the jewelry and silverware 
industries are the chief industries of Norton, and that the people of -
that town are therefore la rgely dependent upon these industries 
which in turn are made pos ible only by an adequately protective 
tariff against the low-priced labor of foreign countries ; and 

Whereas the committee has been informed and believes that even 
under tbe present rate of duty on similar goods, the imports are 
steadily increasing : Therefore be it 
Resol?:ed, That this committee record its disapproval of any redac

tion of duty upon jewelry,. silverware, and kindred articles, and that 
~~dr~: i~pfur:£.~~gress the necessity ot maintaining tbe present rates; 

Resolved, That the secretary of this committee be, and he is hereby, 
instructed to forwa1·d to the Ways and Means Committee of Congress, 
to the Representative of this district, and to the United States Sen
ators of this State a copy of this i·esolution. c. H. lUAKF.PF..A.Clll, 

Chairman Democratic Toini Committee. 

Mr. Ul\"'DERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I mo\e to close debate 
on this paragraph in 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [~[r. UN
DERWOOD] asks unanimous consent that all debate on the para
graph an<l amendments thereto close in 10 minutes. 

l\Ir. ~"ROOT. I desire 5 minutes. 
l\Ir. TREADWAY. I also "·ould like 5 minutes. 
:Mr. UNDERWOOD. I regret we can not progress faster. I 

mo\e that the committee do now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the· committee rose; and l\Ir. REILLY of Connecti

cut having resumed the chair as Speaker pro ternpore, l\Ir. GAR
RETT of •.rennessee, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, reported that that committee 
had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 3321)- to reduce tariff 
duties and to pronde re\enue for the Go\ernment, and for other 
purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
l\lr. ASHBROOK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re

ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of 
the following title, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 2973. An act making appropriations for certain expenses 
incident to the first session of the Sixty-third Congress, and fo r 

. other purposes. 



866 CONGRESSIONAL REOQRD-HOUSE ... APRIL 30, 

.ADJOURNMENT. 

1\lr. U.1. -DERWOOD. l\fr. Speaker, I moye that the Honse do 
now adjourn. 

The motion wns agreed to; accordingly (at 11 o'clock and 15. 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Thursday, May 1, 
1913, at 11 o'clock a. m. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOI1UTIONS, A~J) l\!E~lORIALS. 
Under clause 3 Qf Rule XX.II, bills, resolutions, and me

morials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. REllLLY of Connecticut: A bill (II. R. 4477) to grant 

compensation to letter carriers and post-office clerks injured in 
the performarice of their duties; tQ the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Ur. KENT: A bill (H. n. 4478) to authorize the comple
tion of the nnfini hed portion of the Government road between 
Hoopa Valley and Blue Lake, Humboldt County, Cal.; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By .Mr. BRITTE.i~: A bill (H. It. 4479) to amend an act en
titled 'An act to provide for the opening, maintenance, protec
tion, and operation of the Panama Canal, and the sanitation 
and government of the Canal Zone," approved August ·24, 1912; 
and also amending an act entitled "An act to regulate com
merce," approved February 4, 1887; to the Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Ily Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 4480) to reimburse cer
tain fire insurance companies the amount paid by them for 
property destroyed by fire in suppressing the bubonic plague in 
the Territory of Hawaii in the years 1899 and 1900; to the Com
mittee on .Appropriations. 

By .Ir. HOBSON (by request) : A bill (H. R. 4481) to create 
eclucational parental courts; to the Committee on Education. 

A.I o (by request), a bill (H. R. 4482) to provide for the edu
cation of deficient children in the District of Columbia; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4483) providing compulsory 
education in the District of Columbia ; to the Committee on the 
Distr1ct of Columbia. 

By l\lr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 4525) to amend 
an act entitled "An act to provide for the adjudication and 
payment of claims arising from Indian depredations," approved 
March 3, 1891 ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CURLEY: A bill (H. R. 4526) to regulate employ
ment of substitute clerks and carriers in offices of the first. and 
second class of the Post Office Department; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By l\Ir. BRUCKNER: A bill (H. R. 4527) providing for the 
impro-vement of the Harlem River; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By l\Ir. GOODWIN of Arkansas: Resolution (II. Res. 82) 
requesting .the Postmaster General to advise the House of Rep
resentatives as to the names and number of men employed as 
post-office inspectors; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By l\.Ir. NEEL.EY: Resolution (H. Res. 83) directing the At
torney General to collect a certain sum of money from the Mis
souri Pacific Railroad; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By .1\Ir. PETERS : A memorial of the Legislature of Massa
chusetts relative to an amendment of the Constitution of the 
United States prohibiting the practice of polygamy; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

PRIV .ATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under c1ause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. BELL of California: A bill (H. R. 4484) granting a 

pension to Josephine W. Heap; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 4485) granting an increase of pension to 
Laura Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4486) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Charles R. Stevens; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By l\Ir. BLACKMON: A bill (H. R. 4487) for the relief of 
George P. Plowman; to tha Committee on War Claims. 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 4488) for the relief of the heirs of Philip 
S. Fulford, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H. R. 4489) for the relief of W. F. 
Crawford; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CARY : A bill ( H. R. 4490) granting a pension to 
Eveline II. Wheeler ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FORD.1.~EY: A bill (II. R. 4491) granting a pension to 
Myron Horton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Ur. HAMILL: A bill (H. R. 4492) to restore Capt. Harold 
L. Jackson, retired, to the active list of the Army· to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs. ' 

Also, ·a bill ( H. R. 44D3) for the relief of Leo Metze ; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By l\Ir. KENT: A bill (H. R. 44D4) granting a pension to 
Sadie l\I. Jungerman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\fr. KEY of Ohlo: A bill (H. n. 4495) granting a pension 
to l\fary C. Barnum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Al~, a bill (H. R. 4496) granting a pension to Thomas J. 

l\Iullm; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4497) granting an increase of pension to 

John F. Stallsmith; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill ( H. R. 4498) granting an increase of pension to 

Thomas Shrieves; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi(>ns. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4499) granting an increase of pension to 

l\faria A. Sinclair; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, . a bill ( H. R. 4500) granting an increase of pension to 

John Ricksecker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
~~o, a bill (H. R. 4501) granting an increase of pension to 

William A. Barrett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (II. n. 4502) granting an increase of pension to 

Gabriel B. Andre"s; to the Committee on Invalid Pension . 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4503) granting an increase of pension to 

Jacob Arntz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4504) granting an increase of pension to 

Adam J. Sherman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. LOBECK: A bill (H. R. 4505) granting a pension to 

Katherine Hempen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. l\.IERRITT: A bill (H. R. 4506) granting an increase 

of pension to Joel Benjamin; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By l\1r. l\IOSS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4507) granting 
a pension to Willis Mollohan; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4508) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. James; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 4500) granting an in
crease of pension to Josephine R. Johnson; to the Committee 
on In-valid Pensions. 

Al o, a bill (H. R. 4510) granting a pension to Jennie L. Tate· 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ' 

By 1\Ir. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 4511) granting an increase of 
pension to Abner H. Shaffer; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4512) granting a pension to Gertrude 
Ballou; to the Committee on Pensions. , 

By l\Ir. RIORDAN: A bill (II. R. 4513) for the relief of 
William E. Farrell; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By lllr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (II. R. 4514) for 
the relief of Jaime W. Overton ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By lllr. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 4515) granting a pension to 
Caroline Bast; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4516) granting a penson to William A. 
Pfaff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4517) granting a pension to Rachel l\I. 
Diebold; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4518) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilder E. Walling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

· Also, a bill (H. R. 4519) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas W. Crawford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill _ (H. R. 4520) granting an increase of pension to 
William El. Beymer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4521) granting an increase of pension to 
l\Iartin V. l\fcKim; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4522) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Koons; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4523) granting an increa e of pension to 
Emma 0. Kennedy ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4524) gmnting an increase of pension to 
Phoebe Morrow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\fr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (II. R. 452 ) for the re
lief of the estate of Perry P. Benson; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Mai·yland: A bill (H. R. 452D) for the re
lief of Robert C. Schenck, late paymaster, United States Navy; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4530) for the relief of the estate of 
Thomas Loker; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4531) for the relief of the estate of George 
Lloyd Raley: to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FESS: .A bill (H. R. 4532) granting a pension to 
Dana A. Smally; to the Committee on Inva1id Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4533) granting an incr se of pension to 
Jane Cramer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4i33-1) granting an increase of pension to 

·Lewis Brown; to the Committee on Inrnlid Pensions. 
AJso, a bill (H. R. 453iJ) for the relief of Erskine R Hayes; 

to lhe Coprn1i ttce on Claims. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laicl 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petitions of sundry citiz~ns 

of the State of l\1i ouri, again t the income tax for mutual life 
insurance companie ; to the Committee on Ways and 1\Ieans. 

Also (by reque t), petition of Ferdinand W. Schleuder, of 
Hermann, and J. G. Hildenstein, of Warrington, l\Io., against the 
income tax for mutual 1ife insurance companies; to the Com
mittee on "'\"\ ays and Means. 

By l\Ir. ALLEN: Petition of the council of the city of C~~in
nati, Ohio, fa-.;-oring the passage of legislation for acqmrmg 
Gornrnment ownership of all telephone and telegraph systems; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ANSBEilRY: Petition of E. D. 1\Iurphy, of Antwerp; 
Andrew S. Burt, of Van Wert; S. P. Wannemocher, of Clover
dale; Oscar C. Wyatt, of Drover Hill ; and Clarence C. B?wy~r, 
of Paulding, Ohio, against the income tax for mutual life m
.surance companies; to the Committee on Ways and l\Ieans. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of Will F . Frary and J. E . 
Snider, of Burbank, Ohio, and Charles H. Beck, West Lafay
ette, Ohio, protesting against including mutual life insurance 
companies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways 
and 1\Ieans. 

By Mr. BALTZ: Petition of sundry citizens of the twenty
second congressional district of Illinois, protesting against 
including mutual life in urance companies in the income-tax 
bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BELL of California: Petition of l\Irs. Mary Jones, 
of El l\Ionte; 4:31 other beet grow·ers, farmers, and other citi
zens of the following to\vns in the State of California: Alva
rado. Arroyo Grande, Artesia, Betteravia, Colusa, Compton, 
Chino, El l\Ionte, Hynes, Irvington, Huntington Beach, Marys
ville, l\Ieridian, l\Ios~, Oceana, Oxnard, Pacific Gro\e, Pleasan
ton, Salinas, Santa l\laria, San Francisco, Soledad, Spreckels, 
"'Watsonville, Woodland, Anaheim, Downey, Garden Grove, Gil
roy, Laws, l\Ionterey, Santa Ana, Westminster; and the fol
lowing firms and companies of San Francisco, Cal.: Wright 
Wire Co., A. J. & J. R. Cook (Inc.), S. F. Bowser & Co., 
Stauffer Chemical Co., Paul Rieger & Co., the Robert Dollar Co .. 
Carlson Currier Co., Gantner & Mattern Co., Pacific Oil & Lead 
.Works, Steiger & Kerr Stove & Foundry Co., and the Pacific 
Wire Rope Co., of Los Angeles, Cal., protesting against ·the pro
posed reduction of the tariff on sugar; to the Committee on 
Ways and l\leans. 

By l\Ir. BRODBECK: Petition of 35 citizens of the twentieth 
congressional district of Pennsylvania, protesting against includ
ing mutual life insurance companies in the income-tux bill; to 
the Committee on Ways and l\Ieans. 

By Mr. BUR~""ETT: Petition of Herman Weil, W. 0. Dawn
port, and R. E. Lee against the income tax for mutual life in
surance companies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By l\lr. BUTLER: Petition of Fox Croft Grange, No. 1220, 
of Downington, Pa., and citizens of West Chester, Pa., fa\oring 
the passage of legislation giving international protection to all 
migratory birds; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Trainer, Pa., fa\oring the 
pas~age of legislation to pre-.;-ent the opening of the Panama 
Exposition on Sundays; to the Committee on Industrial Arts 
and Expositions. 

By Mr. CARY: Petition of sundry citizens of l\Iilwaukee, 
~is., against the income tax for mutual life insurance com
panies; to the Committee on Ways and 1\feans. 

Also, petition of the hand window glass manufacturers of 
Pittsburgh, Pa., relative to brief filed by Simon Bache & Co., of 
New York City, regarding the duty on window glass; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Waltham Piano Co., of Milwaukee, Wis., 
against any duty being placed on ivory; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By l\fr. DALE: Petitions of sundry citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
ngainst the income tax for mutual life insurance companies; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of W. A. Slade, of Brooklyn, N. Y., against the 
income tax for mutual life insurance companies, etc. ; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Stewart Hess Co., of New York City, 
against the c1ause prohibiting importation of feathers, etc.; to 
:the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of F . L. Holt, of Brooklyn, N. Y., fa-.;-oring the 
clause prohibiting importation of feathers etc., and opposing 
the income tax for mutual life insurance companies ; to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By l\Ir. GILlIORE: Petition of the Woman's Christian Tem
perance Unions of Amherst, Wolaston, and Uxbridge; of Gran
ville R. Farrer and other citizens of Abington; Mrs. J. Malcolm 
Forbes and other citizens of Milton and Boston, l\Iass., favoring 
the repeal of the clause exempting American \essels from the 
p·ayment of tolls in the Panama Canal; to the Committee on 
lnteri:;tate and Foreign Commerce. 

By 1\Ir. GOLD FOGLE: Petition of Edward J. Graeb nnd 
Spencer Lathrop, against the income tax for mutual life in
surance companies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Braid Manufacturers' Association, of New 
York, N. Y., favoring assessment of all braids, under para
graph 360, with laces, etc.; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Al o, petition of the Butler-Ward Co., of New York, N. Y., 
again t the reduction of the duty on bound books; to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Standard Importing Co. and Austin 
Nichols & Co., of New York, N. Y.. against as e sment of 
fee for filing prote ls against assessment of duties by the collec
tor of customs; to the Committee on Ways and 1\Ieans. 

Also, petition of the National Cloak, Suit, and Skirt Manu
facturers' Association, of Cle\eland, Ohio, against the same rate 
of duty on finished clothing as upon woolen cloth; to the Com
mittee on Ways and l\feans. 

Also, petition of the Van Wie Pump Co., of Syracuse, N. Y., 
against the removal of the duty on sugar; to the Committee on 
Ways and l\leans. 

Also, petition of the Syracuse Gardens Co., of New York, 
again t any change in tariff affecting products of the soil; to 
the Committee on Ways and l\Ieans. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of sundry citizens of the twenty
third congressional district of New York, against taxing mutual 
life insurance companies "in the income-tax bill; to the Com
mittee on Ways and 1\Ieans. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Petition of the Passaic Board of Trade, 
of Passaic, N. J., against any change of the tariff schedules 
affecting the wool, cotton, handkerchief, chemical, metal, and 
paper industries; to the Committee on Ways and l\Ieans. 

By i\Ir. GRIEST: Petition of the National Business League 
of America, favoring the retention in the Consular Service of 
officials of demonstrated efficiency; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of Cigarmakers' Union No. 301, Akron, Pa .. 
protesting against any reduction of the tariff on tobacco and 
cigars imported from the Philippine Islands; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By l\lr. HAMILL: Petition of l\lario Cata vi, Hoboken, N. J., 
and John R. Par ons and 2 other citizens of Jersey City, N. J., 
protesting against including mutual life insurance companies 
in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and l\Ieans. 

By l\Ir. HAWLEY : Petition of the Columbia and Snake 
River Waterways Association, protesting against the repeal of 
the free-tolls portion of the Panama Canal act; to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of Fred R. Haas and 375 other citi
zens of San Francisco, Whittier, Moss, Chino, Compton, Artesia, 
AlYarado, King City, Buena Park, Betteravia, Salinas, Oxnard, 
Gilroy, WatsoJ?,ville, Los Alamitos, Sargent, Spreckcls, Pleasan
ton, Castroville, Hollister, Meridian, Santa Ana, and El Monte, 
all in the State of California, protesting against the proposed 
reduction in the duty on sugar; to the Committee on Ways and 
l\Ieans. 

By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Walnut Street 
Business Association, of Philadelphia, Pa., protesting against the 
proposed increase on personal-baggage exemption of duty; to the 
Committee on Ways and l\Ieans. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: Petition of John D. Brooks and other 
citizens of Natick; Dr. Horace Bumstead and other memb2rs of 
the Haf\ard Congregational Church, Brookline; and President 
Ellen F. Pendleton, Prof. l\Iary Whiton Calkins, and others of 
Wellesley College, all in the State of l\Iassachm~etts, favoring 
the repeal of the c1ause in the Panama Canal act exempting 
American coastwise shipping from the payment of tolls or the 
arbitration of the question at issue with the British Go\ern
ment; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By l\Ir. MOTT: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 4469) grant
ing a special pension to Ella l\I. Becker ; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 
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Also, petition of the National Association of Cotton l\Ianufac
turers, again t the reduction of duties on cotton goods; to the 
Corn mi ttee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of undry chocolate workers of Fulton, N. Y., 
against the reduction of the duty on chocolate; to the Committee 
on Ways and l\f eans. 

By Mr. O'BRIE~: Petition of Charles Debold, Bernhard J. 
Osmer, Frank Emmett, Conrad Haaren, L. Eyring, A. H. Fersch, 
J . Wadsworth, and Conrad W. Brech, against the reduction of 
the duty on cocoa and chocolate; to the Committee on Ways 
and l\Ieans. 

Also, petition of Walter S. Rapelji, Irving S. Roney, C. S. 
Findlay, Adolph Celtz, John Lamerdin, Frederick J. Brittner, 
sr., Miss l\l. Estelle Lifhtbouren, J. A. Armstrong, Daniel A. 
Dolan, Julia E. Carpenter, F. J. Bittner, Joseph Hartel, John W. 
Farmer, Charles Herman, Joseph Sommers, C. A. l\fcCounell, 
H. H. Wallace, J. C. Gounig, Lowell l\l. Palmer, Warren El 
Burrows, and Willis F. Taplin, all of New York and Brooklyn, 
N. Y., protesting against including mutual life insurance com
panies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Richard McCormick, Brooklyn, N. Y., protest
ing against any reduction of the tariff on bound books; to the 
Committee on Ways and l\Ieans. 

Also, petition of Miss A. Dunn and Miss Lillie Oberglock, 
Brooklyn, N. Y., protesting against any reduction of the tariff 
on all lithograph work; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also petition of William E. Lynn, Henry F. Reining, Joseph 
B. Lomax, Frank R. Treasure, Mrs. 1\1. Buckley, and James D. 
Ackerman, all of New York, N. Y .. protesting against placing 
Bibles on the fTee list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the l\loehle Lithograph Co., Mrs. T. A. Reilly, 
and Louis Reilly, of Brooklyn, N. Y., protesting against any re
duction in the tariff on lithographic work; to the Committee on 
lVays and Means. 

By l\Ir. O'SHAUNESSY: Petition of Cllarles Ainsworth, H. T. 
Daniels, Richard P. Boucher, Edward E'rerett Rice, Nathan El 
:Moore, and George F. Troy, all of Providence, R. L, protesting 
against including mutual life insurance companies in the income
tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and l\Ieans. 

Also, petition of Miss Alice Hall Walter, Providence, R. I., 
fayoring the passage of legislation preyenting the importation 
of feathers and plumes of wild birds for commercial purposes; 
to the Committee on Ways and l\Ieans. 

Also, petition of the Low-Taussig-Karpeles Co., Provrnence, 
R. I., protestipg against the passage of legislation to collect a 
filing fee on each protest against the assessment of illegal duties 
or for reappraisement; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By l\fr. PETERS: Petition of Roger Pierce, Myrom Richard
son, and other business men of Boston, and the Samuel B. 
Capen's Men's Class, Central Congregational Church, Jamaica 
Plain, favoring the repeal of the clause exempting American 
vessels from the payment of tolls in the Panama Canal ; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. · 

By l\Ir. RAKER: Petition of sundry citizens of California, fa
voring the passage of legislation compelling concerns selling 
goods direct to the consumer by mail to contribute their portion 
of the funds fpr the development of the local community, town, 
and State; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. 

By l\Ir. REILLY of Connecticut: Petition of sundry citizens 
of the State of Connecticut, against the income tax for mutual 
life insurance companies; to the Committee on Ways and l\Ieans. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of Dr. Edward Waldo Emerson 
and other citizens of Concord; President Clara H. Nash and 
members of the West Acton Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union, all of l\Iassachusetts, favoring the repeal of the clause 
in the Panama Canal act exempting American coastwise ship
ping from the payment of tolls or the arbitration <.•f the question 
at issue with the British Government; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SCULLY: Petition of sundry citizens of New Jersey, 
against the income tax for mutual life insurance companies; 
to the Committee on Ways and l\Ieans. 

Also, petition of the Eastern l\Iillinery Association of New 
York, N. Y., against the clause prohibiting the importation of 
aigrettes, etc. ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Al o, petition of sundry citizens of different towns in N'ew 
J"ersey, prote ting against including mutual life insurance com
panies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and 
l\Ieans. · 

By l\fr. STAFFORD: Petition of 46 citizens of l\Iilwaukee, 
'Vis., prote ting against including mt.tual life insurance com
panies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Ur. STEPHEJ.~S of California: Petition of Paul Rieger & 
Co., San Francisco, Cal., protesting against the prnposed in
crease of duty on materials for the manufacture of perfume; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Globe Grain & Milling Co., Los Angeles, 
Cal., protesting against an increase of the duty on jute burlap; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce. 
San Francisco, Cal., protesting against an import duty on 
wheat, oats, and barley; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Paci.fie Oil & Lead Works. San Fran
cisco, Cal., protesting against the placing of coconut oil on 
the free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Standard Underground Cable Co., Los 
Angeles, Cal., favoring a differential duty on pig lead and lead
covered wires and cables; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of the Warren & Bailey 'iifanufacturing Co., and 
7 other companies of Los Angeles, Cal. ; Carlson Currier Co., 
and 4 other companies of San Francisco, Cal. ; and the Holt 
Manufacturing Co., Stockton, Cal., protesting against the pro
posed reduction of the tariff on sugar; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: Petition of sundry citizens of the 
thirty-seventh congres ional district of New York, against tax
ing mutual life insurance companies in the income-tax bill; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WALLIN: Petition of the glove manufacturers of 
Gloversville, N. Y., protesting against the passage of the pro
vision in House bill 3321 to charge a filing fee on protests 
against the imposition of duties or appeal for reappraisement; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of the thirteenth district of 
New York, protesting against including mutual life insurance 
companies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of the Rural Letter Carriers' As
sociation, Hardin County, Ohio, favoring the passage ot legisla
tion for Federal aid for the improvement of public roads, and 
against a 1 cent letter-postage rate; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

SENATE. 
THURSDAY, May 1, 1913. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Re . Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Monday Jast was read and 

approved. 
MESSAGE FROU THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of R~presentatives, by J. C. South, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 2973) making appropriations 
for certain expenses incident to the first session of the Sixty
third Congress, and for other purposes, and it was thereupon 
signed by !the Vice President. 

CALLING OF THE BOLL. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. P1·esident, I suggest the absence of a; 
quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll and then proceeded to call the 

names of the absentees. 
'£he YICE PRESIDENT. The Chair rules that the amend

ment to Rule XII simply applies to a yea-and-nay vote. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I should like to have the rule that 

was adopted read, if the Chair please. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read Rule XIL 
The Secretary read as f ol1ows: 

RULE XII. 
VOTING, ETC. 

1. When the yeas and nays are ordered the names of Senators shall 
be called alphabetically, and each Senator shall, without debate, declare 
bis assent or dissent to the question, unless excused by the Senate; 
and no Senator shall be permitted to vote after the decision shall have 
been annotmced by the presiding officer, but may for sufficient reasons, 
with unanimous consent, change or withdraw his vote. No motion to 
suspend ·this rule shall be in order, nor shall the presiding officer enter
tain any request to suspend it by unanimous consent. (Jetferson's 
Manual, Sec. XLI.) · 

2. When a Senator declines to vote on call of his nrune he shall be 
required to assign his reasons therefor, and having assigned them the 
presiding officer shall submit the question to the Senate, " Shall the 
Senator. for the reasons assigned by him, be excused from voting?" 
which shall be decided without debate; and these proceedings shall be 
had after the roll call and before the result Is announced ; and any 
further ~roceedings in reference thereto shall be after such announce
ment. (Jefferson's Manual, Secs. XVII, XLI.) 

3. Immediately after and before the result of each roll call is ascer~ 
talned and announced the Secretary shall call the names of the ab· 
sentces ,(Amendment of April 28, 1913.) 
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